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eMINAL LAW — CONSTITU- 
TONAL LAW — A prior con- 
ction for abandonment and 
yon support does not bar a 
gbsequent prosecution for the 
gme offense committed after 
the date charged in the first 
prosecution. 

fINAL LAW — Desertion is 
,continuing offense commit- 
yd whenever there is an overt 
yt in violation of the statute. 

















sted from an opinion by 
J.C. C. rendered Aug. 15, 
Superior Court. Law Div. 
nie v. Hardt. For the State — 
Dworkin, Asst. Pros. For 
— Maurice B. Mc- 
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rnc Hudson Grand Jury re- 
an indictment in October 
charging defendant with 
his wife and three 
or children on April 12, 1956 
rolation of N. J. S. 2A:100-1 
2 Defendant meves to dis- 
; the indictment on the 
snd of double jeopardy con- 
his trial and conviction 
4pril 16, 1957 before a Jersey 
7 Municipal Court were pred- 
the same facts and 
umstances which form the 
sof the indictment. 


re 
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vale 
g 
*5 










A An 
Woe ae 


me Ambrose Coleman, acting 
se behest of defendant’s wife 
as agent of the Jersey City 
Dept, filed a complaint 
dori] 12, 1956 in the Jersey 
r Municipal Court charging 
n with violation of the 









id, 


p , Persons Act in that 
dd abandon his wife and 
ke children in March 1956. De- 
fant took haven in Bergen 
cty and avoided arrest unti! 
. 1957. In the meantime, on 
2 6, 1956, defendant’s wife 
fo 1 complaint in the 
City Municipal Court 
tang defendant, on April 12, 
ully neglected to pro- 
or the support and main- 
nce of herself and the three 
? children in violation of 
2A:100-2. The com- 
vas referred to the Grand 
q returned the indict- 
‘here attacked. 


arrest in Bergen County 
957, defendant was re- 





















“s¢ to the Jersey City Mun- 


Pe 


answer the Dis- 
charge on the 
dby Coleman charging 
nt in March 1956. 
defendant was con- 
sentenced to six 


J 
rson 






UREAU the County Jail. 

ral Mone a ‘ontends the Dis- 
gtk 1, .N conviction and 
444 


nt cover the same 
that they involve the 

who concededly oc- 
ontinued to occupy 
ate during the short 
ered by the two com- 

March and on 
contends he will 
2 double jeopardy 
as the same evidence 
€peated to convict him 


a offense charged in 





\ conviction or an ac- 
husband for the de- 
$s Wife is a bar to a 










“ASE? pr secution for the 
uing desertion but 

a ne Offense arising 

ys * Ist prosecution. A 
t to provide for his 

RATION : 2 period of time 
od 1928 . y a former con- 
= istinect offense to 

oNgwIe 2 of autre fois con- 


ated on the prior con- 
-Ot good 

. not an offense 
~- Once for all but is 
~s ine offense is com- 


is 





igests of Recent Opinions 


mitted whenever there is an 
overt act in violation of the stat- 
ute. A continuing offense is a 
transaction or series of acts set 
on foot by a single impulse and 
operated by an unintermittent 


New Laws 
Governor Meyner 
the following bills: 
S-23 Chapter 171, August 8. De- 
|creases the length of time or 
| penalty where public employees 
|may be suspended, fined or de- 
moted without the right of ap- 


signed 


nas 


force, no matter how long a time | peal | to the Civil Service Com- 
it may occupy. It continues day | ™Ssion. 


by day. Prior conviction for 
abandonment and non-support 
does not bar a subsequent prose- 
cution for the same offense since 
it is a continuing offense within 
the statute. To hold otherwise 


would be to evade the legislative | 


intent by permitting a man to 


escape his obligation to support | 


his family by suffering the penal 
consequences of a single viola- 
tion and thereby consign his 
family to charity. 

The motion is denied. 





Memorial Service For 
Late Chief Justice 


Memorial Services for the 
late Chief Justice Arthur T. 
Vanderbilt will be held at the 
opening session of the Su- 
preme Court on Wednesday, 
September 4th, at 10 A.M. 











New Assignments 





S-133 Scs Chapter 172, August 
8. Authorizes municipalities to 
|}acquire in any lawful manner 
|lands, buildings, or other prop- 
erty or interest therein for the 
purpose of making facilities 
available to the public for public 
| parking; permits leasing there- 
of; regulates their operation. 
| S-193 Chapter 175, August 12. 
| Makes printing, publication, gift 
| and various other acts in con- 
| 
| 


nection with obscene and inde- 
cent publications a misdemean- 
or. 

S-194 Scs Chapter 176, August 
| 12. Makes the furnishing or ex- 
|posing to view of an indecent 
publication to a minor under 18 
| years of age, a high misdemean- 
| or. 

S-195 Chapter 177, August 12. 
| Makes the sending of an indecent 
|}Or obscene communication to a 
female a misdemeanor 
| §-255 Chapter 179, August 15. 
| Provides that alcoholic beverage 
|retail licenses shall not be in- 
| creased more than 20% in any 


g 


Chief Justice Joseph Wein-! one year. 


traub announced today the fol- 
lowing judicial assignments to 
be effective with the opening of 
the new court term in Septem- 
ber: 

Judge Richard J. Hughes of 
Trenton has 
Part A of the Appellate Division 
of the Superior Court to fill the 
vacancy caused by the appoint- 
ment of Judge Jonn J. Francis to 
the Supreme Court. , 


Judge Walter L. Hetfield, III, 
of Plainfield has been designated 
as the Assignment Judge for Un- 
ion County replacing Judge 
Hughes. 

Judge John B. Wick of Wood- 
bury has been assigned to the 
Law Division in Union County to 
fill the vacancy caused by ed 


retirement of Judge Frank L.| 
Cleary. 
Judge W. Orvyl Schalick of 





has been designated as 
nment Judge for Camden, | 
gton and Gloucester Coun- | 
where he will relieve Judge 


ties 
Anthony J. Cafiero who has pre- 


served as Assignment 
Judge for Camden and Glouces- 
ter Cou and Judge Howard 
Ewart who served as Assignment | 
Judge of Burlington. 
Edward B. McConnell | 
Administrative Director | 
Courts 


viously 


mtu 
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of the 


126 Accepted At Rutgers. 


Law School | 


Newark One hundred twen- 
ty-six students from 13 New Jer- | 
counties and nine other 
have been accepted to 
> for admission to the New- 
ivision of Rutgers School 
iw this fall. 

Members of the incoming class | 
at th State University law school | 
here attended 56 undergraduate | 
colleges in 18 states from Maine 
to California, the District of Col- 
umbia and Philippine Islands. 
Half the 111 New Jersey residents 
studied at out of state colleges. 

Students who have taken the 
Law School Admission Test may 


+ 
ales 





\f 
Ol 


continue to submit applications 
for Rutgers law school to the 
Office of Admissions, 53 Wash- 


ington Street, Newark, Robert P 
Biunno, director, said 


been assigned to); 


|of commerce. The new 
/up a simple procedure 
| protection of original and orna- 


ject matter 


| A-395 Aa Chapter 182, August 
| 15. Makes certain monies paid 
| for funeral services and goods, 
| trust funds under certain con- 
| ditions 


The Proposed New 
Statute for Protection of 
Commercialized Designs 


By Norman N. Popper* 
A striking bill has been intro- 
duced into the House of Repre- 


sentatives on July 23, 1957, by 
Representative Willis of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


| H. R. 8873 proposes to set up a 
| new 
} under which ornamental designs 


administrative procedure 


of useful articles may be pro- 
tected. Recent decisions have 


| been referring to, with increas- 
|ing frequency, the fact that the 
|trend of the law is 
| ever 


to impose 
increasing, higher stand- 
ards of integrity upon the world 
bill sets 
for the 
mental 


designs for useful ar- 


| ticles. The bill defines “design” 


in very broad language, extend- 
ing protection generally to sub- 
which endows an 
article of manufacture with an 
attractive, artistic or distinctive 
appearance, which is not merely 
utilitarian or functional in pur- 


pose. 
It is to be noted that Section 1 
refers to “author” instead of “in- 


ventor.” Apparently it is not con- 


| templated that these designs of 
|a useful article shall be endowed 
| with the quality of invention. It 


is possible that the Courts may 
interpret the Bill to require such 
quality as a prerequisite to valid 
protection. Such a course is re- 
flected in the historical develop- 
ment of the Patent system. 


Section 3 of the bill grants 
protection to original designs 
which are revisions, new ver- 


sions, or combinations of subject 


|matter in the public domain. 


Section 4 provides that pro- 
tection shall arise when the de- 
sign is first made known with a 
design notice or upon the filing 
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‘Continued on page 2, col. 3) 


Patent 


Summary of House of Delegates Actions At Recent 
ABA Convention 


In New York 

Maritime Abritrations — Upon 
Board of Governors recommend- 
ation, the House adopted a reso- 
lution by the Standing Commit- 
tee on Admiralty and Maritime 
Law calling for ABA approval of 
HR 7577, or a similar bill. The 
measure would remedy present 
jurisdictional and _ procedural 
defects in the U. S. Arbitration 
Act. The main provisions of the 
pending bill seek to give statu- 
tory force to judicially recog- 
nized standards governing the 
selection and conduct of arbi- 
trators, to make the statute of 
limitations applicable in arbitra- 
tion proceedings, and to provide 
a means of correcting errors of 
law in awards in maritime arbi- 
trations. 

Trial By Jury — The House 
after considerable debate adopt- 








Canadian Judge Backs 
Pupil Discipline 


Joliette, Que. (ACCN) A 
local judge here has ruled that 
teachers are justified in ‘“mod- 
erate and reasonable” steps to 
maintain discipline in their 
classrooms. 

Judge Aime Chasse made the 
statement in acquitting a teach- 
er charged with unjustifiable 
corporal punishment of a pupil. 
The evidence showed that the 
teacher took the boy by the hair 
and forced him to kneel down 
because he had been misbehav- 
ing. 

Judge Chasse said that there 
was a general lack of discipline 
among children and that now 
was not the time to undermine 
the authority of teachers. 


Appointments Confirmed 
In the Executive Session of 

the Senate the following nom- 

inations were confirmed: 

To be a member of the Hud- 
son County Board of Taxation: 
Marcel E. Wagner, of Jersey City, 
to succeed himself. 

To be a member of the Atlan- 
tic County Board of Taxation: 
Irene E. Popper (Mrs.), of Abse- 
con, to succeed Daniel H. V. Bell, 
deceased. 

To be a member of the Atlan- 
tic County Board of Taxation: 
Emanuel Hurst, of Ventnor, to 
succeed Albert S. Smith, resign- 
ed. 

To be a member of the Com- 
mission on Civil Rights, the Divi- 
sion Against Discrimination, 
State Department of Education: 
Francis W. Baron, of Manville, 
to succeed Joseph Bicking. 

To be a member of the Salem 
County Board of Taxation: Her- 





bert O. Wegner, of Newfield, to 
succeed Henry L. DuBois, de- 
ceased. 


To be a member of the Middle- 
sex County Board of Taxation: 
A. Clayton Hollender, of Metuch- 
en, to succeed himself. 


To be Commissioners to Re- 
present the State of New Jersey 
in the Commission for the Pro- 
motion of Uniform Legislation 
in the United States: Bernard 
Hellring, of Newark, to succeed 
himself and Leonard G. Brown. 
of Orange, to succeed himself. 


To be a member of the Cam- 
den County Board of Taxation: 
Harold F. Walters, of Clementon, 
to succeed himself. 

To be a member of the Mercer 
County Board of Taxation: Helen 
Stephan (Mrs.). of Pennington. 
to succeed herself. 


ed a resolution by Robert T. Bar- 
ton, Jr., of Richmond, Va., Chair- 
man of the Special Committee 
on Amendment of Rule 71-A of 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
and amended by John C. Satter- 
field of Jackson, Miss., changing 
the name of the committee to 
Special Committee on Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure and 
charging it with the following 
duties: (a) to make known to 
Congress the position of the 
House of Delegates with respect 
to any proposed amendment to 
Rule 71-A (which deals with the 
right to trial by jury in Federal 
courts in eminent domain cases), 
(b) to make known to Congress 
its opinion relative to any pro- 
posed amendments to the Fed- 
eral Rules of Civil Procedure, (c) 
to urge that the advisory com- 
mittee on Federa! Rules of Civil 
Procedure be reconstituted, and 
(d) that the advisory committee 
be authorized to advocate “trial 
by jury for the defendant upon 
demand”, except where a tri- 
bunal has been especially consti- 
tuted by an Act of Congress gov- 
erning the case. 


U. S. Membership In 0.T.C. — 
Two resolutions introduced by 
Victor C. Folsom of New York, 
Chairman of the International 
and Comparative Law Section, 
failed to receive House approval. 
The first would have declared 
United States’ membership in 
the Organization for Trade Co- 
operation (OTC) “presents no 
constitutional law problems”. 
The second urged the appoint- 
ment of an accredited observer 
“to the United States Mission to 
the United Nations”. A third res- 
olution praising Polish lawyers 
who defended accused per 
at the Pozan trials in October, 
1956, for their “selfless work 
and courageous handling” of 
the cases and for obtaining a re- 
view of some 35,000 cases, was 
warmly endorsed by the House. 

Divorce and Marriage — Con- 


ial Committee to In 
Advisability of a Section 
ily Law was ordered by the House 
pending formal 
ment ofa 3 
Law. Judge Godfrey 
of Washington, D. C 
of the latter committee r 
a large segment of the 
sociation’s membershi 
quested that such 
established 
has appointed 
sub-committee of the Board to 
prepare a report on the prope 
for a new section for Bos 
consideration i 1eet 
Chicago next October 
Canons of Ethics — 
approved ion 
the Board of Governors that the 
Special Committee on I 
tion, Solicitatior 
of Personal Cl 
and its functions transtf 
the Special Commi 
ances newly creat t 
Board to formulate a 
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new Section ol 
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section 


special 




















the 
tne 






xr} ” 
Wi as 


9 
a 








more effective enforce of 
the Canons of Ethics. The new 
committee is scheduled to make 
its report to the Board in Oc- 
tober. The House also referred 
to the National Conference of 


Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws for study a recommenda- 
tion of the committee that state 


legislatures enact a uniform 
“Anti-Solicitation Act.” 
Taxation — Twenty-two re- 


commendations of the Section of 


3 ) 





(Continued on page 7, col 










































































































Page Two 





DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS ., 





N. J. S. 2A:121-3(b) 


iness a crime, and is not lim-| the existence of an actual lot- 

ited to possession of papers | tery related to the cards in de- 

directly connected to a speci- | fendant’s possession. 

fic game nor to possession by| The evidence showed defend- 

one taking bets. ant had five printed cards in his 
—The constitutional and statu- | possession, three alike and the 

tory history of our gaming Other two substantially so. The 

statutes indicates our lottery | three cards read: 

statutes are to be construed as | AS OF THIS DATE 


intending a broad rather than AUGUST 6, 1956 
a narrow scope. | The Numbers will be taken from 
the Total 


—By virtue of N. J. S. 2A:121-5 
the State need not prove in a 
prosecution under N. J. S. 2A: 
121-3 (b) the existence of any 
specific lottery. 


Mutual Handle. 

| Then followed an example con- 
sisting of a seven digit number 
| with arrows pointing to the 4th, 
Digested from an opinion by 6th and 7th digits with this lan- 


Hall, J. S. C. rendered Aug. 20, | 8¥U48¢ printed below: 
1957. Appellate Div. State v.| _1St One Fourth from Right 


Rucker. For : ‘ i | Last Two As Arrows Indicate”. 
oe oi = appenens es One of the other two cards read: 
Wallace Leyden, Jr. (Leyden & | zs 
é “BEGINNING JANUARY 3, 1956 
Monaghan, attys). For the State : & 
—Thomas S. O’Brien, Spec. Asst. THE FOLLOWING NOS. are CUT 


Pros. (Guy W. Calissi, Pros., atty; 4 to 1” 


William C. Brudnick, Spec. Asst.) Ten followed two lines of 3 
Pros. on the brief). | digit numbers each. 


Defendant was convicted on} A Bergen ad pisagponsoyse 
_ . » . le . 7 y > Ds _ 

an indictment charging a viola- detective testi a. aS 
tion of N. J. S. 2A:121-3 (b). This mitted gambling expert, said the 
|} three identical cards were used 
meanor any person who “know- |?" the operation of wt ‘numbers 
ingly possesses any paper, docu- | business to show how the aaa 
ment, slip or memorandum that | ™"8 number will be determined 
pertains in any way to the busi- and that the other two cards 
ness of lottery or lottery policy, were known in the business as 
so called, whether the drawing|“C¥t number cards” or “cut 
has taken place or not”. The|¢@rds” indicating for the infor- 
questions presented on this ap-|™@tion of players or runners 


peal are whether certain printed | that the “pay off” odds on the 

numbers listed would be reduced 
|from 600 to 1 to 400 to 1. His 
opinion that these cards were 
used in a numbers operation by 
or for the information of a “run- 
ner’, “banker” or players was 
not contradicted. He character- 


section makes guilty of a misde- 








and not “slips”’. 

The defense was that defend- 
Lact, a resident of New York, had 
| found the cards on a visit to his 
| wife in Hackensack and had put 





compounded TRUST 


quarterly 


; FUNDS 


Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING af Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 
Philip Klein, President 


amining them. 

Held: Defendant asserts the 
primary issue is whether the 
legislature intended to make it 
a crime for anyone to possess 
any item however remotely con- 
nected with the lottery business, 






papers by one taking bets which 


ific game. 





toward gaming and a particular 
‘form thereof, to wit lotteries, has 
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SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
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TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 


| 
| 
| 


































TITLE 
INSURANCE 
EXCLUSIVEL 


SERVICE | : 
CE (Oe 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 
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CRIMINAL LAW — GAMING —!cards found on the defendant’s 
makes | person fall within the coverage 
possession by anyone of any of the statute and whether the 
paper etc. however remotely | state was required to prove as an 
connected with the lottery bus- | essential element of the crime 


ized the cards as “memoranda” | 


them in his pocket without ex- | 


or whether it intended to make | 
criminal only the possession of | 


are directly connected to a spec- | 


The general policy of the state | 


| 


(Continued from page 1) 





of an application for registra- 
tion. The time when the article 
is exhibited seems to establish 
the protection subsequently con- 
solidated by registration. 

Section 5 establishes protec- 
tion for a period of five years 
with option of renewal for a like 
period. 

A very interesting practical 
feature is incorporated in Sec- 
tion 5d which provides that sub- 
stantially the identical design 








been expressed in our constitu- 
ton since 1844 and the prohibi- 
tion has been continued in the 
1947 Constitution in the widest 
possible language, to wit: “no 
gambling of any kind shall be 
authorized by the Legislature...” 
This policy has been carried out 
by various penal as well as civil 
statutes penalizing gaming of 
specific kinds. 

Our Supreme Court has held, 
in State v. Hozer that New Jer- 
sey has long been committed 
through constitutional prohibi- 
tions to an “all embrasive’”’ pol- 
icy against all forms of gambling, 
except as specifically sanctioned. 
The design of specific criminal 
statutes is to enforce that policy 
and they must be interpreted in 
that light. And, intended broad 
scope of the language used in 
the statute here involved is also 
demonstrated by the long legis- 
lative history of our lottery stat- 
utes showing continuous effort 
|since 1797 to suppress the evil by 
|adding further specific crimes as 
loperator’s ingenuity and _ pro- 
gress required. The violation for 
knowing possession of papers, 
| documents, slips and mem- 
joranda first appeared in 1894 
}and has been reenacted since. 
Additionally, the legislature 
made the possession of such 
materials on the person or 
in an automobile disorderly 
|conduct. In the light of the obvi- 
lous objects of the law involved, 
there is no warrant for saying, 
as defendant urges, that N. J. S. 
2A:121-3(b) extends only to 
possession by one taking bets. 
|The statute makes “any person” 
|guilty and there is no reason to 
/doubt it means what it plainly 
says. 

While the question is not in 
issue, it would seem that a mere 
player might violate this statute 
if he had in his possession a slip, 
|receipt or memorandum of his 
bet given to him by the party 
|} with whom he had placed it. 
The court is also satisfied that 
|defendant’s proposed construc- 
tion limiting the words “paper, 
document, slip or memorandum” 
to only betting slips, tickets, 
policies or memoranda of a par- 
ticular transaction made in con- 
nection with a specific lottery is 
not in accord with the statutory 
intent. Such _ interpretation 
would disregard the broad lang- 
uage: “that pertains in any way 
to the business of lottery or lot- 
tery policy”. 

The cards in defendant’s pos- 
session certainly pertained in a 
substantial way to the lottery 
|business; they obviously had no 
other possible use or purpose. 
The existence of some lottery is 
clearly to be inferred from their 
face. They are not a mere ad- 
ivertisment or type of thing 
[which might be found in the 
| possession of an innocent person 
/unconnected with the business 
jeither as operator, employee or 
|bettor, and the fact that he had 
more than one of each kind of 
card is significant. Such seems 
most unlikely if he had no con- 
nection with the business. De- 
fendant, in possessing these five 
cards. was guilty of violating the 
statute. 

Nor need the state prove the 
existence of some specific lot- 
tery to which the cards related. 
The prosecution is expressly re- 
lieved of any such obligation by 
|N. J. S. 2A:121-5. 

Affirmed. 








NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 29. 1957 


| Statute on Commercialized Designs 


embodied in a number of articles 
may be protected as to all of 
such articles, in a single regis- 
tration. Thus, a furniture de- 
signer who designs a suite of 
furniture composed of six ar- 
ticles, all displaying the same 
designs may acquire protection 
in a single registration. Such a 
procedure is not possible with 
the present Patent Laws. 

Section 6 provides for a prompt 
filing of applications (within six 
months of the first showing of 
the design). To remove the scope 
of protection from the area of 
theory to the area of reality, the 
same section provides that a full- 
sized article must have been 
made. 

Section 7 of the bill provides 
for a new type of statutory no- 
tice:- ‘Protected Design,” or 
simply the letter D enclosed in a 
circle. After registration, the 
registration number may be 
added in lieu of the year and the 
name of the proprietor, which 
must be used prior to registra- 
tion. Section 7 provides liberal 
discretion for the displaying of 
the notice on the article, al- 
though it is probable that the 
Courts will exact rather strict 
compliance with the notice pro- 
vision, should the bill become 
law. 

Section 8 provides liberal re- 
lief from technical failures to 
mark the statutory notice on the 
goods and seeks to convert such 
omission to a limited penalty, 
rather than absolute invalidity. 

Section 9 establishes acts 
which constitute infringement 
and these are the making of the 
item and the selling of the item. 
The bill does not provide that 
the ultimate consumer:- the user 
may be chargeable as an in- 
fringer. However, the middle 
man, jobber, or user may be- 
come an accessory and charge- 
able as an infringer, upon failure 
to disclose the source of the 
goods upon request. 

Section 9b of the bill estab- 
lishes that the protection af- 
forded is in the nature of copy- 
right protection, rather than of 
patent protection. Under Patent 
Law, one who spontaneously con- 
ceives a device which falls with- 
in the scope of a patent is 
nevertheless an infringer. Under 
copyright law, copying is essen- 
tial. The present bill absolves 
those who make the design with- 
out knowledge of the protected 
design. Section 9 also provides 
that characteristics of a recog- 
nized style-trend do not neces- 
sarily brand an article as an 
infringement. 

Section 10 provides that regis- 
tration may be sought by the 
author or by the proprietor of 
the design and that the appli- 
cation shall be made under oath. 
A drawing of the design or other 
pictorial representation accom- 
panies the application. Regula- 
tions with regard to such draw- 
ings or pictorial representation 
may be subsequently prescribed 
by the administrator. Related 
articles having common design 
features may be included in the 
single application. 

The bill, if passed, is to be 
carried out by an administrator 
who shall issue certificates of 
registration. Registered designs 
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shall be transferable, yer, __ 
like other property. The Dena 
for infringement shall bk. ~ 
Action and the forum fp, ~ 
action is not detailed. g ~ 
assumed that the State ¢,. 
as well as the Federaj c... 
shall have jurisdiction. ~~ 
Section 22 provides 
granting of injunctions 2p.. 
infringement and Section 9. 
vides for compensatory dams 
not less than the sons 
value for the use made ap, . 
costs of the action. The Co» 
granted authority to increases 
damages up to three time; - 
amount found or Sse 
order to insure adequate - 
pensation. A three year ¢-. 
of limitations is imposeq — 
Section 25 establishes 
stantial penalties for frayg 
registration. " 
Section 26 establishes 2 
stantial penalty for false m; 
ing. 4 
Section 27 further esta} 
a penalty for making false. - 
resentations, in order to pro, 
a registration. : 
Sections 28, 29 and 30 pres 
intact all rights existing y 
copyright or patent law ory 
the common law. 
Section 31 empowers the Px: 
dent to establish the 
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ass 













trator of the Design Prote:: 
Office. By reason of the ¢ 
kinship that relates to the: 
of protection afforded 
well be supposed that th 
ter of Copyrights might be de 
nated as the Administrato: 

Section 33 is designed t 
move the jurisdiction of 
Copyright Office with respe:: 
ornamental designs of ux 
articles. 

It is unquestionably the : 
of the sponsors of the bil 
establish new standards of 
mercial integrity, a directior 
which the law has been tené 
for many years. The diffi: 
however, of defining the | 
mate rights of the inr 
opposed to legitimate 
competition in a syste 
private enterprise cre: 
lems that, before this } 
not been substantially sols 
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THE AMERICAN BAR 


ASSOCIATION CONVENTION IN LONDON 





By Harry Nadell* 


«the recent meeting of the 
“rican Bar Association in 
; completing the eighti- 
~ znnual meeting begun in 
- York shortly before, some 
» american lawyers attended, 
nom about 2100 were accom- 
eg by their wives. This was 
rst AMerican Bar conven- 
‘in London since 1924. Law- 
.eagme to London from every 
»in the Union and from 
ton, D. C., varying in 








York to 4 apiece from New 
-pshire, Nevada and Mon- 
-, Every territory sent repre- 
tives also, including Alaska, 
<iii and Puerto Rico. From 
- Jersey came 74 lawyers. 
ng the judges present were 
# Justice Joseph Weintraub, 
3 District Court Judge Rich- 
«Hartshorne, Superior Court 
«es Thomas J. Stanton, of 
zy City, and C. Thomas 
tino, of Trenton, County 
st Judges David Horuvitz, of 
on, W. Thomas McGann 
Yount Holly, and Nelson 
7, of Morristown; also Mil- 
T. Lasher, President of the 
; Jersey State Bar Associa- 
, and Dean Miriam Rooney, 
ston Hall Law School. 
-e joint hosts to the visiting 









Se 






rean lawyers were the Law 
ty, representing the solicit- 
and the General Council of 
Bar, representing the bar- 
ts. In England, some 2,000 
‘ barristers try cases in 
e some 18,000 practic- 
licitors interview witnesses 
ted cases, take care of 
estate matters, estates, com- 
rial transactions and other 
of law office practice. In 
United States no such dis- 
n is made, every lawyer, 
s admission to the bar, 
1itted to try cases in 
ell as to carry on an 


# practice. 


























t¢ British lawyers outdid 
mselves in their generous 
tality to their visiting 


eican colleagues. 





The opening session in Lon- 
don was conducted at ancient 
Westminster Hall, part of the 
Houses of Parliament, where an 
address of welcome was delivered 
by Lord Chancellor Kilmuir, the 
highest judge in England. Chief 
Justice of the United States Su- 
preme Court Earl Warren re- 
sponded first, saying that the 
American lawyers came as pil- 
grims to a_= shrine. Herbert 
Brownell, Attorney General of 
the United States, brought the 
warm regards of President Eis- 
enhower and his personal satis- 
faction in the meeting together 
of the British and American 
bars. The final word came from 
David F. Maxwell, President of 


the American Bar Association, 
who said: “We have been the 
target of those who would re- 


in our cleavage, but they 
will not succeed. Our great legal 
professions are united — united 
in a common. understanding, 
dedicated to preserve the peace 
of the world.” 


joice 


Following the meeting in 
Westminster Hall, American and 
English lawyers conferred on 
particular aspects of law in ses- 
sions extending during a week. 
The late Chief Justice Arthur T. 
Vanderbilt had been scheduled 
to speak at a meeting at London 
University arranged between the 
Section of Legal Education and 
Admission to the Bar of the 
American Bar Association, the 
National Conference of Ameri- 
can Bar Examiners and the Eng- 
lish Society of Public Teachers 
of the Law. Our late Chief Jus- 
tice’s great contribution to legal 
education: as a professor and 
Dean of New York University 
School of Law, and his outstand- 
work as one of America’s 
greatest lawyers and judges were 
praised by Whitney Seymour, 
New York lawyer, Chairman of 
the meeting, and by Homer 
Crotty, a Los Angeles lawyer. 


no 
Mls 





On the need for a skills train- 
ing program for young lawyers, 
recently recommended by a com- 
appointed by the New 
Jersey Supreme Court, of which 
David Stoffer, of Newark, is 
Chairman, the late Chief Justice 


mittee 








IT’S LIKELY! 





Vanderbilt was quoted by Mr. | 


Crotty as follows: “Lawyers, 
quite as much as physicians and 
engineers, must be trained in the 
skills of their profession.” 

The Supreme Court commit- 
tee, after a two-year study, re- 
cently recommended, at the New 
Jersey Judicial Conference in 
Trenton, the establishment of a 
3 months’ course to be conducted 
by experienced lawyers and 
judges and to be taken by all 
candidates for admission to the 
New Jersey bar during the sum- 
mer following graduation from 
law school. This course, modeled 
after a course successfully con- 
ducted for the past seven years 
in Wisconsin, would give train- 
ing in interviewing witnesses, 
preparing cases for trial, draw- 
ing contracts, wills, and other 
legal documents. The recom- 
mendation of the Committee is 
that applicants for the New Jer- 
sey bar, upon completion of this 
course, be permitted to take the 
bar examination at once and 
serve a six months clerkship 
after passing the examination. 
The present requirement of 
months clerkship as a prerequi- 
site to taking the bar examina- 
tion would be eliminated under 
the Committee’s recommenda- 
tion, which is now under consid- 
eration by the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court. Other speakers at 
the London joint meeting of 


American and English legal edu- 
cators included Mr. E. R. Dew, 
Principal of the Law Society’s 


School of Law, Professor Arthur 
L. Goodhart, Master of Univer- 
sity College, Oxford, and former- 
ly Professor of Jurisprudence at 
Oxford, Mr. E. R. Megarry, mem- 
ber of the Council of English 









Legal Education, and Dean Er- 
win N. Griswold, of Harvard Law 
School. 

Dean Griswold discussed dif- 
ferences in legal traini in Eng- 
land and the United States: (1) 
as to age, graduates of American 
law schools are apt to be about 
three years older than English 
graduates because nearly all 
American law students have tak- 
en a three or four year college 
course before entering law 
school, while students preparing 
to be barristers in England study 
law primarily as an undergrad- 
uate course rather than as a 
graduate study; (2) Englé and 
an apprenticeship of five years 


The very title you are about to examine may 


be among the more than 650,000 titles in 
our Title Plants. 


You can be sure of fast service as well as 
peace-of-mind when you make use of our vast 
accumulation of records and years of 
experience. 


We welcome your inquiry. 


x * k 
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TITLE PLANTS 
IN THE STATE 





INSURANCE COMPANY 
NEWARK 


TRENTON - HACKENSACK - CAMDEN 
NEW BRUNSWICK - FREEHOLD 








is required to he a solicitor, while 
a new barrister after being ad- 
mitted to the bar apprentices 
with an experienced barrister; 
(3) the law is much more complex 
in the United States than in 
England because of there being 
both federal and state law in 
America. 

Dean Griswold commented 
that top ranking graduates of 


the best law schools command 
salaries of from $5,500 to $6,500 
from the largest New York of- 
fices, as compared with articled 
clerks in England having to pay. 
from +250 to +500 ($700 to $1,400) 
for a five-year clerkship to learn 
to be a solicitor, and a new bar- 
rister having to pay +100 a year 
($280) for an apprenticeship 
with an old barrister and then 
practically starving five 
years, with the result that 1 out | 
of 3 new barristers drop out of 
active law practice during that 
period. 


a 
tor 


Six outstanding occasions ar- 
ranged through the generous 
hospitality and thoughtfulness 
of the English lawyers were the 
dinners given to our members 
at the Inns of Court; the Garden 
Party given by Queen Elizabeth 
at Buckingham Palace, the 
speech by Prime Minister Harold 
Macmillan at Royal Festival 
Hall; Sir Winston Churchill’s 
speech at Guildhall; the per- 
formance of Delibe’s Ballet, Cop- 
pelia, at Royal Festival Hall; and 
the unveiling of Sir Edward 
Maufe’s memorial commemorat- 
ing Magna Carta. At this dedica- 
tion over 4,000 people gathered 
on the banks of the River 
Thames at Runnymede to wit- 
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Says Private Debt Up More Than Federal 





New York (ACCN) — The rise 
in nonfederal debt has contrib- 
|uted more importantly to infla- 
|tion than the treasury’s opera- 
tions, in the opinion of Stand- 
ard & Poors~Gerp. At the end of 
1956, net federal debt was $225.4 
billion, compared with $229.7 
billion in December, 1946. 





ness the unveiling of this mem- 
orial to the presentation by the 
Barons of England to King John 
in 1215 of the demands in Magna 
Carta embodying the rights of 
all free men. The monument, an 
Obelisk enclosed by a circular 
temple structure of Portiand 
stone, was Officially presented to 
the British nation by David F. 
Maxwell as President of the 
American Bar Association. In- 
scribed on the obelisk are the 
words: “To commemorate Mag- 
na Carta, symbol of freedom un- 
der law.” 

In addition to the outstanding 
events mentioned above, a var- 
iety of trips to historic centers 
was arranged for the American 
lawyers and their wives. 

Following the London meeting, 
the American Bar Association 
reconvened in Paris for a week. 

Perhaps one of the most in- 
teresting sidelights on the 
Queen’s Garden party is con- 
tained in the following descrip- 
tion by an English reporter in 
the Express, a London news- 
paper: “The Queen was very 
smart. A black dust-coat, a white 
dress and a white flowered hat. 
Prince Philip was in a black 
morning coat, not his preferred 
grey. The Queen Mother was in 
a dress of champagne lace. 
| “I spoke to Mrs. Doris Brown- 
'ell, wife of the American Attor- 
ney General, just after she had 
been presented. 

“*She’s magnificent. She’s 
heavenly,’ she gasped. ‘And HE,’ 
she groped for her adjective and 
ended with an ecstatic ‘he’s so 
handsome.’ ” 


Measured against the postwar 
low of $216.5 billion established 
in December, 1948, it represented 
an increase of only 4.1 per cent. 

State and municipal debt, on 
the other hand, rose 214 per cent 
—from $41.3 billion to $97.3 bil- 
lion. 

Short-term corporate indebt- 
edness more than doubled, while 
the obligations of individuals 
rose 242 per cent. 


Announcement 


Alexander M. Goldfinger has 
moved his offices to 78 Clinton 
Ave., Newark 2. 


PAID ADVERTISEMENT 


“Form Changes - 
New Rules 


The new Verified Statements 
of Claimants Claim For Proper- 
ty Damages And Personal Injur- 
ies, adopted and required by the 
“New Rules And Amendments” 
effective Sept. 4, as well as new 
District Court forms revised to 
comply with these new Rules 
and amendments are being 
printed by All-State Office Sup- 
ply Co. for the convenience of 
the Bar. Orders will be filled by 
the effective date if placed now. 

The forms are designated as: 
# 425 PI (Form 9A) Verified 

Statement of Claimants Claim 

Personal Injury. 

# 425 PD (Form 9B) Verified 

Statement of Claimants Claim 

Property Damage. 

# 4050 Summons and Complaint 
(Amended 9/57). 

# 4050 (Special) Summons and 
Complaint (Amended 9/57) 4 
coun‘s. 

+ 4055 Summons and Complaint 
(Amended 9 57) Tort. 

ALL STATE OFFICE SUPPLY 

co. 
502 High St., Newark 2 
MArket 4-5577 
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Estate Planning 





importance. 


Trust Officers. 
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reduced the death tax burden in many in- 
stances, there are other ways to save taxes. 
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JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS 


The recent appointments to our Supreme Court, Superior Court 
and County Courts augur well for the continuation of the high 
esteem which our judicial system enjoys throughout the nation. 

The places of distinguished veteran jurists on our highest 
court have been well-filled by Governor Meyner with men of youth 
aud vigour, and, at the same time, by men who have already 
demonstrated through their own work as lawyers and judges, that 
they are eminently well qualified for high judicial office. 

The powers conferred upon Chief Justice Weintraub and his 
cistinguished colleagues as our State court of last resort entail not 
only the power to adjudicate controversies and to declare and 
mould the guiding principles of law governing the entire State and 
all persons therein, but in addition the power to regulate the prac- 
tice and procedure in all courts and the administration of the 
entire judicial system. The Chief Justice by virtue of his high 
oifice is made the administrative head of all the courts with far- 
reaching power. 

Such extraordinary powers carry a heavy and challenging 
turden of responsibility. The tasks confronting our new Chief 
Justice and his brethren are not routine, for the law and a judicial 
system never stand still. They must be constantly developed and 
improved, or inevitably they will deteriorate and become obsolete 
and archaic. Moreover, we are not so complacent as to suggest 
that our judicial system — as good as it has been — may not be 
further strengthened and improved. In this respect, it is clear, that 
the new Chief Justice, as he assumes his duties, will require and 
deserves the wholehearted cooperation of his colleagues on the 
Court and of the Bench and Bar throughout the state. 

The new Judges are all men, who by reason of their exper- 
ience, ability and character, can be new and effective forces in 
leading our bench and bar in the never ending quest for more 
perfect justice. We are vonfident that each will fulfill our expecta- 
tions to the utmost. 

sa 


FRANK H. SOMMER 
el 





Those who hold the highest concepts of what a lawyer should 
be lost one of their very rare examples when Frank H. Sommer 
passed away on August 17th in his 85th year. Scholarly, courageous, 
keen of mind, a man of rugged integrity, selfless in the rendition of 
his services, and always a champion of the public’s welfare, “The 
Dean”, as he was known affectionately by many, had a warmth, 
friendliness and love for his fellow-man that marked him as a 
most extraordinary personality. 

His life-long preference to serve the public in numerous capaci- 
ties at local, county, state and national levels evidences the fact 
that in him the acquisitive instinct was not as marked as it was in 
most of his contemporaries and in the present generation of law- 
yers. Of his exceptional talents. knowledge and experience he gave 
freely to all. 

As a teacher of law and Dean of New York University School 
of Law over a period of 43 years, he taught thousands of young 
men and women, many of whom are now successful lawyers and 
judges. They owe much to his wisdom, teaching and friendly help. 

New Jersey’s judicial system, statute law and decisional law 
bear marked imprints of his substantial contributions, many of 
which were made after the Dean had arrived at the age when many 
lawyers consider it time to retire. “I’d rather wear out than rust 
out’, was an expression he frequently used. Two days before he 
passed away he appeared in the federal court as a deputy attorney 
general along with younger colleagues in a public utility case. 

His efforts in behalf of the community, from suppressing vice 
and corruption to working for adequate water supplies and play- 
grounds, will long be sagas of unselfish dedication to the public’s 
welfare. 

In an era where, in the legal profession as elsewhere, more 
and more emphasis seems to be placed on the “practical” and the 
materialistic, Dean Sommer’s life stands out in heart-warming 
contradistinction. Indeed, he did exemplify the concept of what a 
great lawyer should be, at least in the minds of those who would 
like the public to view the lawyer at his best. But then, it must be 
recognized, ‘““The Dean” was especially endowed by a Divine Provi- 
dence with a combination of qualities to which he gave generous 
expression. 


Memorial To Arthur T. Vanderbilt 


Attorney General Grover C. 
Richman, Chairman of the Com- | 
mittee appointed by the Su- 
preme Court to prepare a mem- 
orial for the late Chief Justice | 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt will present 
the memorial at the opening ses- | 
sion of the Supreme Court on | James D. Carpenter 
September 4, 1957. Members of It is expected that representa- 
the committee who prepared the | tives of the various bar associa- 
memorial are: | tions throughout the State will 

Alfred E. Driscoll ‘also present fitting memorials. 








Clarence E. Case 
Thomas J. Brogan 
Henry E. Ackerson, Jr. 
Josiah Stryker 

F. Morse Archer 

David Stoffer 


Foreign Law Scholarships 


Available 


Young American lawyers will 
have a chance to study abroad 
under the Fulbright and Buenos 
Aires Convention scholarship 
programs for 1958-59, it was an- 
nounced by Kenneth Holland, 
President of the Institute of In- 
ternational Education. Competi- 
tion for these awards has open- 
ed and candidates may apply be- 
tween now and next November 1. 

Facilities to study law are 
available in Australia, Austria, 
Chile, France, Germany, Guate- 
mala, Haiti, Italy, Mexico, the 
Netherlands, the Philippines and 
the United Kingdom. These 
scholarship programs also offer 
opportunities to study political 


science, international relations 
and history. 
The Fulbright awards for 


pre-doctoral study and research 
in Europe, Asia and Latin Amer- 
ica, cover transportation, tuition, 
books and maintenance for one 
academic year. The Buenos Aires 
Convention grants include trans- 
portation provided by the US. 
Government and tuition and 
maintenance allowances provid- 
ed by the host governments. 

Basic eligibility requirements 
for these foreign study fellow- 
ships are United States citizen- 
ship, a college degree or its 
equivalent by the time the award 
will be used, knowledge of the 
language of the country of ap- 
plication sufficient to carry on 
the proposed study and good 
health. Preference is given to 
applicants not more than 35 
years of age. 

Countries in which grants for 
graduate study are available un- 
der the Fulbright Act are Aus- 
tralia, Austria, Belgium, Burma. 
Chile, Denmark, Finland, France, 
Germany, Greece, India, Israel, 
Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, 
New Zealand, Norway, the Phil- 
ippines, and the United King- 
dom. In the Asian countries — 
Burma, India, Japan, and the 
Philippines, as well as in Greece, 
only a limited number of grants 
is available, and mature candi- 


{dates are preferred. 





Countries participating in the 
Buenos Aires Convention pro- 
gram are Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, the 
Dominican Republic, Guatemala, 
Haiti, Honduras, Mexico, Nicar- 
agua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru 
and Venezuela. 

Persons interested in these 
awards can receive further in- 
formation by writing to the In- 
stitute of International Educa- 
tion, 1 East 67th Street, New 
York 21, N. Y., for the brochure 
“United States Government 
Grants.” The Information Divi- 
sion of IIE in New York City will 
answer inquiries from applicants 
about study facilities abroad. 


Book Notice 


Tax Planning of Real Estate, 
by Paul E. Anderson of the San 
Francisco Bar, published by the 
Committee On Continuing Legal 
Education of The American Law 
Institute collaborating with the 
American Bar Association, 133 
South 36th St., Philadelphia 4, 
Pennsylvania. (July, 1957). $3.00 
206 pages. 

This is one of the series of 
practical texts published by the 
Committee On Continuing Legal 
Education. Its aim is to acquaint 
the general practitioner with 
many of the everyday tax prob- 
lems of real estate, both in plan- 
ning the transaction and in re- 
porting its tax consequences. 

The book supplies a guide to 
the principles of federal income, 
estate and gift taxes applied to 
real estate, including analyses of 
the tax incidents and planning 
of the purchase, ownership, sale 
and exchange of personal and 
business real estate, of leases and 
mortgages and of the problems 
of dealers and subdividers. 

Throughout, the book illus- 
trates each point with examples. 
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COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 











Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 

Appropos of the State Bar Com- 
mittee Report on Comparative 
Negligence reprinted in the Law 
Journal on May 30th, and my let- 
ter relative thereto printed in 
your column on June 27th, and 
at the risk of becoming tiresome, 
I should like to note that I have 
come across some interesting ob- 
servations concerning contribu- 


tory negligence in Edmond 
Cahn’s book “The Moral Deci- 
sion.” 


The book is a discussion of the 
relationship between morals and 
the law. In brief it may be said 
that Mr. Cahn looks upon many 
legal doctrines as embodiments 
of the norms we expect to rule 
peoples actions and relationships 
in given situations. He goes on to 
point out that on occasion peo- 
ple voluntarily act, or society 
may require them to act, on a 
higher moral plane. The norms 
or doctrines applied in this lat- 
ter instance he refers to as 
super-norms. 

In chapter 7 of “The Moral 
Decision” at pages 210 and 211, 
he gives an example of a situa- 
tion in which the doctrine of 
contributory negligence, if strict- 
ly applied, would bar recovery 
but in which the jury, because 
of the disparity in the degree of 
negligence on the two sides, finds 
for the plaintiff. Mr. Cahn then 
goes on to point out that in this 
situation the jury has applied a 
super-norm or “a more magnan- 
imous rule than the law avows.” 
If I read him rightly, Mr. Cahn 
then, unlike the State Bar Com- 
mittee, feels there are, circum- 
stances in which the doctrine of 
comparative negligence is pre- 
ferable morally to the doctrine 
of contributory negligence. 

Repeating what I said in a dif- 
ferent way on June 27th, I be- 
lieve Mr. Cahn’s appraisal of the 
respective rules is more persua- 
sive than the Committee’s. 

Yours truly, 
Joseph W. Farrell 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 

In the recent opinion of Polu- 
lich v. J. G. Schmidt Tool Dye & 
Stamping Co., which was an ap- 
peal from the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Division, I was struck 
by the amazing divergence of 
medical testimony given on the 
parts of petitioner’s and re- 
spondent’s doctors, namely, 50% 
and 214% of total. Certainly, 
“there is a realm within which 
honest men may differ”, but the 
fact that these doctors are ex- 
perts within their fields, dealing 
with hundreds of similar cases 
over periods of years, requires of 
them that degree of perfection 
in making medical findings, 
which can or should reflect a 
measure of certainty. To say, 
“that is my honest opinion” is 
not sufficient. When doctors deal 
with mathematical percentages, 
there must be some yardstick of 
true evaluation. Ultimately, in 
cases of this kind, one of the 
doctors must emerge from the 
legal fray as either incompetent 
or overzealous on the witness 
stand in the interests of his liti- 
gant. More realistic medical 
evaluations could result in more 
settlements, with a savings of 
time and money all around. 

Perhaps the appellate tribun- 
als will deal with this problem 
one day. 

Irving J. Rosenberg 











These are particularly helpful in 
suggesting applications of the 
principles discussed that may 
aid the general practitioner in 
analyzing and evaluating the 
problems of his own clients. 

The author is a lawyer who 
specializes in the practice of tax 
law in San Francisco, California. 
The book is a product of his ex- 
perience in practice combined 
with extensive writing in the tax 
law field for legal periodicals and 
tax institutes. 


ferring, as 17th century £ 
,;land did., to deal with 3 
“Doctor”. 





Editor, New Jersey Law Joy... 

In 17th century Englang +1, 
was a caste system amop, . 
healers of that day, p.. 
cians, those who wrote pre 
tions, were dignified witp . 
title “Doctor” and carrieg - 
gold-headed cane. Syro,. 
those who healed with the 4 
were only Mister. They x 
looked down on by bot) . 
glorified brothers and the 2. 
eral public. * 

However, with the passap, 
time, medicine and surgery ;: 
recognized aS componen: >. 
of the profession of healine : 
the ridiculous caste s : 
viding the two was e 
Doctors are doctors 
they practice generally 
cialize in medicine or 
and any doctor has the 
prescribe or operate once j 
has received his license, 

The practice of law 
Jersey, on the other hand = 
has one foot in the grave of: 
17th century. Here, the ¢: 
system of Attorney-Couns 
remains, an unwanted ang 
needed antique. 


In most States, when an z 
torney receives his li é 
practices Law. Not a pa 
law, restricted to certa Ou 
and practice, but all of la 
And in those States t! ub 
has no disquietude an 
disturbed because 
is an attorney rather 
counsellor. There is no gq 
in their minds of one being: 
ter than the other because 
caste system. They go to th 
lawyer, period. 
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Not so in the Garden Sta 
Here, in the land of the ' 
caste, the public, ignorant as 
the minimal division betv: 
attorney and counsellor, ¢ 
believes that one is better, 


























































































































We of the Bar know, tho 
the public does not, that the 
amination for counsellor i 
a meaningless thing. We = 
that once the examination 
been passed and should 
hence, the new counsellor 
an appeal, he will 
books and rules to ! 


for the knowledge he ¢ 
into his skull tends to oeto 
hazy and the rules of Court 
ever-changing. So a year 
more after he becomes 4 
sellor he is doing the same % 
that any lawyer, attorney 
counsellor, does when contro 
ed with a problem. 
Since all lawyers are 
in the law, legal research, 
ing of documents and 
gument, what is the 
continuing this caste 
This caste fiction which 
tinually paraded before th 
knowing public that one} 
is better than another d€¢- 











he has counsellor : 
his name? 

Laws and Rules change 
cause of the will of u REA 


In the legal professi 
will of all attorney} 
sure, most counsellor 
really meaningless caste ¢ 
tion should be abolishee 
Herbert Kestner - 
Attorney at Law 0 © 
Jersey. Member 0! i" 

of United States Cou 


















Appeals for the 3rd cire ( 
Member of the ** | - 
United States YF ’ 
Court. 
ee 
Announcement 
Robert A. Ruggiero anno 4 Jo 





acsat 
the -emoval of his oct ©” 
Hudson Street. nn 
Palisade Avenue, Jersey ©" 
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ing income strictly on an annual 
basis. They were designed to per- 
| mit a taxpayer to set-off its lean 
years against its lush years, and 


playing the machine to receive 





Review of Supreme Court's Work 


tokens. 


the articles that follow are; of accounting clearly reflects in- | The Court stated: “If the [tax- | 


iecisions on business regulation, ground that performance of the| of the premerger losses of one progress provide’a multitude of 




















the & yd decisions on labor relations. subscription there was neces-| business with the post-merger new devices which permit sub- 
hey subsequent articles will deal sarily deferred until the publica-| income of some other business stantially the same kind of 
Doth .Mm th other particular fields of tion dates after the tax year.| which had been operated and gambling but only with a differ- 
the call bw. aoe In the 1954 Code, Congress orig-| taxed separately before the ent kind of coin-operated ma- 
; : : ; inally adopted the rule of the| merger. What history there is chine. We are convinced that 
DECISIONS ON TAXATION Beacon case (Section 452), but suggests that Congress primarily Congress had no such purpose 
With one exception, none of Within a year repealed it. 24) was concerned with the fluctu- and meant only to distinguish 
we federal tax decisions handed LW 1. The government told the| ating income of Single busi- between ‘slot-machines’ oper- 
san by the Supreme Court dur- Supreme Court that the effect) ness.” ated as gambling devices and 
recently concluded Term Of the repeal was to restore prior| In discussing the meaning of ‘slot-machines’ which were used 
d to be of major signific- law the words “the cpayer,”’ the exclusively for amusement.” 

This situation probably Two other points were decided| Court called attention to the (U.S. v. Korpan, 25 LW 4508) 


As a result of this decision, 
the Court reversed decisions in 
seven other cases involving the 
same question. (U.S. v. Hunt; 
U.S. v. Ollhoff; U.S. v. Mack; 


fact that these words had been 
omitted from the yrovisions 
of the 1954 Code, Sections 381 
and 382, relating to carrybacks 
and carryovers. While the 1954 


1 the same case: first, that the 
Commissioner has discretion to 
apply retroactively his ruling 
revoking the automobile club’s 
tax exemption as a “club” under 


from the fact that enact- 
of the 1954 Internal Reve- 
saps decisions under 
ne , 1939 Code of their vitality, 
a few cases arising under the 


Wy 7 
new 


e » Code 


+ 























cash, premiums, merchandise, or 


we fifth and sixth in a series come. The Court could not say| to strike something like an aver-| payers] position were adopted | 
, articles briefly summariz- that the discretionary action of|age taxable income computed Sec. 4462(a) (2) would be re- 
gg the opinions and work the Commissioner exceeded per-| over a period longer than one stricted to a peculiar type of| 
the Supreme Court dur- missible limits. year. There is, however, no in- gamblin?~device—the so-called | 
ing its recent Term. The preced- The Court distinguished Bea-/ dication in their legislative his- ‘one-armed bandit’ — even 

ing articles reviewed the high-| con Publishing Co. v. Comr., 218| tory that these provisions were though ingenuity, a desire to 

iehts and statistics of the Term, F.2d 697, 23 LW 2329, on the! designed to permit the averaging avoid taxes, and technological 


The Court, applying the rule laid 
down in Nippert v. City of Rich- 
; mond, 327 US. 416, and in 
| Memphis Steam Laundry Clean- 
er, Inc. v. Stone, 342 U.S. 389, 20 
|LW 4162, held that the com- 
merce clause forbade the im- 
position of an Alabama munici- 
pal tax. The tax was a $250 an- 
nual flat sum license tax that 
had been levied upon a Georgia 
corporation making wholesale 
deliveries in the city upon orders 
solicited in Alabama but ac- 
cepted in Georgia and trans- 
ported in the corporation’s trucks 
from a Georgia warehouse to 
city customers. 

A municipality may not, the 
Court explained, impose a flat- 
sum privilege tax on an inter- 
state enterprise whose only con- 
tact with the municipality is 
the solicitation of orders and the 
subsequent delivery of goods at. 
the end of an _ uninterrupted 
movement in interstate com- 
merce, since such a tax has a 
substantial exclusory effect on 
interstate commerce. ( West 
Point Wholesale Grocery Co. v. 
City of Opelika, 25 LW 4502) 


DECISIONS ON JURISDICTION 
AND PROCEDURE 

In a field that usually pro- 
duces little excitement, the Jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court last 
Term engaged in some of their 
hottest controversies. 
Stockholders’ Suits 

Not the least of their disagree- 
ments involved the test for de- 
termining in stockholders’ de- 
rivative suits whether the cor- 
poration should be considered a 


plaintiff or a defendant for di- 
versity-jurisdiction purposes. If 
two businessmen living in differ- 
ent states conduct an enterprise 
by means of a partnership, dis- 
putes between them can be 












ca 3 Code have reached the Section 101(9) of the 1939 Code; Code does extend the carryover U.S. v. Cali; U.S. v. Harris, 25 
court. Moreover, in two cases in and, second, that the statute of| Privilege to a corporation that LW 3381) 
sich the Court settled ques-| limitations began to run against | did not itself experience the net Jn other federal tax cases the 
ns arising under the 1939 the government from the time! Operating loss, but acquired the Court held that the “pick-up 
Congress had already the return was filed and not| business of the corporation sus- man” for a “numbers game” 
fied the law to reach the|/ from the time when, if there ‘taining the loss, this privilege who does not receive wagers but 
result under the 1954 Code.| was a duty to file, the statute| as well defined qualifications merely transports records of the 
repaid Income required it. and limitations. The taxpayer wagers is not subject to the 
en an The important tax decision Mr. Justice Harlan, dissenting, had argued that the carryover annual $50 special occupational 
nae subject the entire concept said that he did not understand| Would be allowable under the tax imposed by Section 3290 of 
rring paid-in-advance in-| the majority’s reasoning on the 1954 Code, but this seems far the 1939 code. (U.S. v. Calamaro, 
to critical reexamination. accounting point. He noted that| from clear. (Libson Shops, Inc. 95 ,w 4491): and that the War 
bei 3 vote, the Court held the Commissioner did not deny| Y- Koehler, 25 LW 4332) Production Board had authority 
e Internal Revenue Com- that the method of accounting| Sick-leave Pay under Section 124(f) of the 1939 
r did not exceed per-| used by the taxpaper reflects its Calling attention to the “regu- Code to certify part, as well as 
e limits in requiring auto-|; net earnings with considerably | lar vacillation” in administrative | all, of a new facility’s cost for 
e club membership dues| greater accuracy than the meth-/rulings since 1918, the Court accelerated amortization. (US. 
one year in advance to be|od proposed by the Commis-| held that an employee’s 1949|/y. Allan Bradley Co.; National 
i as income when received! sioner. Mr. Justice Burton and| sick-leave pay under an em- Lead Co. v. Comr.; U.S. v. Ohio 
1ot allocated over the period} Mr. Justice Clark joined him in} ployer’s disability plan is exclud- | Power Co, 25 LW 4095, 4097, and 
> to ¢ membership. this opinion. (Automobile Club} able from his gross income as a/ 4229) 
The Commissioner had sought|of Michigan v. Comr., 25 LW) health insurance payment under| By order, the Court vacated 
ustain his action under the| 4247) | Section 22(b) (5) of the 1939 the Wisconsin Supreme Court’s 
vam of right doctrine, sinc€| Loss Carryovers | come. The Court found no per- ruling that a Milwaukee charter |: 
fe taxpayer had received the Another case of more than | Suasive reason why the term provision authorizing the city to| 
¢s without restriction as tO narrow interest involved a net| health insurance” in Section assess special improvement taxes | 
oa vir di position. But the Court operating loss carryover. The| 22‘) (5) should be limited to upon the basis of notice by pub- 
vd ae 08 find it necessary to rule’ Court held that a corporation| the particular forms of insur- lication without personal notice | 
demoye is point. It relied on Sec-| formed by a merger of 16 sepa-| nce conventionally made avail- to taxpayers does not violate | 
alia 2 of the 1939 Code {noW rate incorporated businesses that| able by commercial companies. due process. The case was re- 
Cache of Re Code), which) had filed separate income tax re- Under the 1954 Code, Congress manded for reconsideration in| 
that “[t]he net income | turns cannot carry over and de-| has granted the same treatment the light of Walker v. City of | 


in | 





prec > > © ih a= under Sections 23(s) and 122} to sickness and accident benefits Hutchinson, 25 LW 4046, 





duc t 
























settled in the federal courts. But 


|if they incorporate their business 
/in a state where one of them 


lives, a new party enters the 
picture to complicate the prob- 
lem of determining whether 
there is complete diversity of 
citizenship between the adver- 
saries—who, of course, are still 
the original two businessmen. 
Deciding the true allegiance of 

















































































e with the method of of the 1939 Code pre-merger net| financed by employe whether which it was held that a Kansas | +i. third fictional “party” to the 
ng regularly employed operating losses of three of the | paid under an insured or un- municipality’s fixing of a con- dispute is bound to De a trat- 
g the books * * * but! constituent corporations. insured plan. The new Code also demnation award on mere news-| > divadeeciss 
the method employed Section 122 gives “the tax-| Provides that amounts paid by paper notice constituted a denial (Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
t clearly reflect the in- payer” the right to a net operat- | an employee association for sick- of due process. (Wisconsin Elec- 
he computation shall be jng loss carryover. Thus the con-| Mess or accident benefits are to| tric Power Co. v. City of Mil- s 
e accordance with such | troy ersy centers on the meaning | receive the same treatment as waukee, 25 LW 3185) COUNSELLORS 
i as in the opinion of the of that word. The question, in| Such amounts paid by an em- Another order affirmed the TRAINING 
yner does clearly re- the Court’s language. was|Ployer. (Haynes v. U. S., 25 LW judgment of the Federal District PROGRAM 
ct the income * * *.” whether the new corporation, 4228) Court for Western Pennsylvania RUTGERS 
The pro rata allocation of the a combination of 16 sales busi-| Guarantor’s Losses denying an injunction against The State University 
lip dues in monthly nesses, is “the taxpayer” having} A conflict among the courts of collection of the federal whiskey School of Law 
, the Court explained. the pre-merger losses of three| appeals was resolved by the! tax payable either on withdrawal APPLY: 
rtificial and bears no of those businesses. Supreme Court’s decision that a Of whiskey from a bonded ware- Office of Admissions 
the services which In reaching its conclusion, the| stockholder who was required to, house or at the end of an eight- 53 Washington Street 
bile club may in fact| Court bypassed the argument| make good on an in ent cor- year period. (Schenley Distillers, Newark, New Jersey 
upon to render for the that the corporation resulting| poration’s note that he had Inc. v. Bingler, 25 LW 3307). FINAL REGISTRATION: 
Section 41 vests the| fro a statutory merger is| guaranteed is limited to a short-| State Taxes August 30, 1957 
er with discretion tO| treated as the same taxable| term capital-loss deduction for; Only one opinion was written <0 Restos: Sivas 
whether the method | entity asits constituent. Itfound|a non-business bad debt under in the field of state taxation. Newerk, New Jersey 
BY SPECIAL PERWISs}on| 20 alternative argument made| Section - 23(k) (4) he 1939 eee = aS oe 
He rep STATES LAW WE EK. b} the government dispositive of | i bom Court id that the 
FFAIRS, INC., WASHING-| the Case. | stockholder was not entitled to 
The government argued that} an ordinary non-business loss de- NEW JERSEY NEEDS BOB MEYNER 
the carryover privilege is not| duction under Section 23(e) (2). oe rire 
HARRY A TAYLOR available unless there is a con-| Until recently, the opinion ex- LAWYERS FOR MEYNER 
e i y of business enterprise.| plained, guarantors’ losses al- Luncheon Honoring 
t | —] 
ked and Associates ourt agreed. ways had been treated as ba HON. ROBERT B. MEYNER 
requirement of a con-| debt losses. Moreover, the Con- Governor State of New Jersev 
@ APPRAISERS of business enterprise as| gress confirmed this treatment i 7 ws ; ‘ hs 
OREAL ESTATE 1 to this case is in accord} in the 1954 Internal Revenue WEDNESDAY, —- a, 195 
CONSULTANTS legislative history of|Code by providing tion 166 Robert Treat Hotel — 12:15 Sharp 
2 s0 the | ry-over and carry-back| (f), that a payment non- Carriages at 2:00 P.M. 
- HARRISON ST. provisions. Those provisions were | corporate taxpayer in discharge 
‘ST ORANGE OR 3-8100] ©Pacted to ameliorate the un-|of his obligation guarantor —_ weet anes Se 
— drastic consequences of tax-| of certain noncorporate obliga- ee ee 
a itions “shall be treated as a ese ee = 
Ipht ” - Vcore ~ 
hag _ ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY ene me 
1 New Jersey’s Largest Certified Reporting Service Gambling Specialists 
ORM Oe staff of ERVEMTEEN chortnand and A contention that ine $30) A. PR 
yin i an m short an and stenotype annual tax on “so-called ‘slot BRIEFS ON APPEAL 
Be ‘porters insures immediate availability and rapid machines” applied only to those 
sup: celivery of transcripts. slot machines collogu nially known ARTHUR W CROSS INC 
° ° as “one-armed bandits’ failed : ’ : 
' Ay apgrbtap ohy See te New Jersey Dion of 
' We inv. y oO use, at no additional cost, Section (a) of the 1954 Code 
our air conditioned deposition suites: as applying to all slot machines PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
>_ journal Square, Jersey City — 605 Broad Street, Newark | °P€rating by means of insertion 1 eee 
“phones: Day - MArket 2-3240 Night - HUnter 6-5814 | 0f 2 coin and which, by applica- aio senenenaianenmneaiibateasae 
ORange 3-3377 tion of the element of eee JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 
may deliver or entitle the person 
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ing experience. 

Selecting a “practical” ap- 
proach to this dilemma, a 5-4 
majority of the Supreme Court 
held that when a corporation’s 
management defends the acts on 
which the derivative suit is based 
or opposes the bringing of the 
suit, the company must be classi- 
fied as a defendant. 


Both sides professed to rely | 
all | 


on the precedents which, 
agreed, require “antagonism” be- 
tween the management and the 
plaintiff if the corporation and 
the plaintiff are to be consid- 
ered opposing parties. But Mr. 
Justice Douglas, speaking for the 


majority, found there can be} 


many manifestations of “antago- 
nims.” “The management may 


refuse or fail to act for any 


-number of reasons. Fraud may 
be one; the reluctance to take 
action against a close business 
associate may be another: honest 
belief in the wisdom of the 


course of action which the man- | 


agement has approved may be 
still another; and so on. As the 
Court said in Delaware & Hudson 
Co. v. Albany & S. R. Co., 213 


U.S. 435, 451, where the manage- | 


ment was deemed to be antago- 
nistic to the stockholder, ‘The 


attitude of the directors need | 


not be sinister. It may be sin- 
cere. Whenever the manage- 
ment refuses to take action to 


whenever, as in this case, it so 


solidly approves it that any de- | 
mand to rescind would be futile, | 


antagonism is evident. The cause 
of action, to be sure, is that of 


the corporation. But the corpora- | 


tion has become through its 
managers hostile and antagno- 
nistic to the enforcement of the 
claim. 

“Collusion to satisfy the juris- 
dictional requirements of the 


District Courts may, of course, | 
it will | 


always be shown; and 
always defeat jurisdiction. Ab- 
sent collusion, there is diversity 
jurisdiction when the real col- 


lision of issues * * * is between | 


citizens of different States. This 
is a practical not a mechanical 
determination and is resolved by 
the pleadings and the nature of 
the dispute.” 


Hearings 

Moreover, the Court held that 
it is not necessary for the district 
courts to conduct hearings on 
this “antagonism” issue. “It 
seems to us that the proper 
course is not to try out the 


of wrongdoing but to determine 
the issue of antagonism on the 
face of the pleadings and by 


|the nature of the controvery! 
| The bill and answer normally 
determine whether the manage- 
ment is antagonistic to the 
stockholder as Central R. Co. v. 
Mills, 113 U.S. 249, and Doctor v. 
Harrington, 196 U.S. 579, in- 
| dicate.” 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter, joined 
by Mr. Justice Burton, Mr. Jus- 
|tice Harlan, and Mr. Justice 
Whittaker, interpreted cases like 
Doctor v. Harrington quite dif- 
ferently. In fact, he found that 
in Venner v. Great Northern R. 
Co., 209 U.S. 24, the Court spe- 
cifically rejected a suggestion 
that the district court could align 
the parties ‘upon the side where 
their interest in and attitude to 
|the controversy really places 
them, and then may determine 
the jurisdictional question in 
view of this alignment.” 


Although the majority decision 
would seem to be important only 
when the corporation’s manage- 


|ment resides in the state of its 


incorporation, the dissenters are 
quite disturbed about the effect 
of the decision. “The Court, pur- 
porting to interpret this half- 
century of precedents, sweeps 
them away. In so doing, it great- 
ly expands the diversity jurisdic- 


ition. ‘Antagonism’ is a difficult 


standard to meet and is a more 
unusual situation. Refusal to sue 


| provides automatic entry. More- 


over, whenever the corporation 


s . j}and the real defendants are of 
undo a business transaction or | 


the same citizenship, there would 
be no diversity jurisdiction unless 
antagonism could be shown. No 
similar restriction on jurisdiction 
is made because of possible non- 
diverseness of the stockholder 
and the corporation defendant 


| because it is generally not too 


difficult to find a non-diverse 
stockholder to institute suit.” 


| (Smith v. Sperling, 25 LW 4436; 
|Swanson v. Traer, 25 LW 4438; 


Carr v. Beverly Hills Corp., 25 
LW 3374) 


Rule of Four 

The practical implications of 
the Supreme Court’s “rule of 
four” for granting certiorari were 
brought into the open by a split 
among the Justices over whether 
or not the Court should take 
time to review the sufficiency of 
the evidence in Federal Employ- 
er’s Liability Act and Jones Act 
cases. In a special concurring 
|opinion prompted by a vigorous 


| dissent from Mr. Justice Frank- | 


furter, Mr. Justice Harlan lined 
up a seven-Justice majority for 
the proposition that, once cer- 
tiorari has been granted, the 
case should be decided on its 
merits unless some new factor 
has emerged during argument 
and deliberation. 
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In the absence of considera- 
tions that were not manifest or 
|fully apprehended at the time 
| certiorari was granted, Mr. Jus- 
|tice Harlan did not think that 
|“voting to dismiss a writ after 
/it has been granted can be jus- 
| tified on the basis of an inherent 
| right of dissent. In the case of a 
petition fer certiorari that right, 
|}it seems to me—again without 
| the presence of intervening fac- 
tors—is exhausted once the pe- 
tion has been granted and the 
cause set for argument. Other- 
wise the ‘rule of four’ surely be- 
comes a meaningless thing in 
|/more than one respect. First, 
notwithstanding the ‘rule of 
four, five objecting Justices 
could undo the grant by voting 
after the case has been heard, 
to dismiss the writ as improvi- 
dently granted—a course which 
would hardly be fair to litigants 
who have expended time, effort, 
and money on the assumption 
| that their cases would be heard 
and decided on the merits. * * * 
|Second, permitting the grant of 
a writ to be thus undone, would 
| undermine the whole philosophy 
|of the ‘rule of four,’ which is 
|that any case warranting con- 
| sideration in the opinion of such 
|a substantial minority of the 
| Court will be taken and disposed 
of. It appears to me that such a 
|practice would accomplish just 
the contrary of what represen- 
|tatives of this Court stated to 
Congress as to the ‘rule of four’ 
|at the time the Court’s certiorari 
| jurisdiction was enlarged by the 
| Judiciary Act of 1925. In effect 
| the ‘rule of four’ would, by in- 
| direction, become a ‘rule of five.’ 
| Third, such a practice would, in 


|my opinion, be inconsistent with | 
|the long standing and desirable | 
custom of not announcing the | 
Conference vote on petitions for | 
certiorari. For in the absence of | 
| the intervening circumstances | | 

| Justice Frankfurter, Mr. Justice 


|which may cause a Justice to 
| vote to dismiss a writ as impro- 
| Vidently granted, such a disposi- 
|tion of the case on his part is 


;almost bound to be taken as re- 


flecting his original Conference | 


| vote on the petition.” 
| The “right to dissent” com- 
ment was obviously directed at 
|Mr. Justice Frankfurter’s state- 
ment that the majority’s inter- 
pretation of the “rule of four” 
deprived him of his “historic” 
right to dissent. But Mr. Justice 
|Frankfurter had another reason 
for insisting upon the right to 
dissent in this situation. The vol- 
ume of the Court’s business is 
such, he explained, that “the 
initial decision to grant a peti- 
|tion for certiorari must neces- 
sarily be based on a limited ap- 
preciation of the issues in a case. 
* * * The Court does not, indeed 
it cannot and should not try, to 
give to the initial question of 
granting or denying a petition 
the kind of attention that is de- 
manded by a decision on the 
merits.” (Rogers v. Missouri 
Pacific R.R. Co., 25 LW 4113; 
Webb v. Illinois Central R.R. Co., 
25 LW 4116; Ferguson v. Moore- 
|McCormack Lines, Inc., 25 LW 
4118). 
All Writs Act 

Another 5-4 vote gave the 
courts of appeals power to issue 
writs of mandamus under the All 
Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. 1651, to re- 
view interlocutory orders refer- 
|ring antitrust cases to masters 
|for trial, even though review 
on appeal after final judgment 
would not be frustrated. 

For the Court, Mr. 
|Clark said: 

“The question of naked power 
has long been settled by this 
Court. As late as Roche v. Evap- 
orated Milk Association, 319 U.S. 
21 (1943), Mr. Chief Justice Stone 
reviewed the decisions and in 
|considering the power of Courts 
of Appeals to issue writs of man- 
|damus, the Court held that ‘the 
common law writs, like equitable 
|/remedies, may be granted or 
| withheld in the sound discretion 
of the court.’ The recodification 
|of the All Writs Act in 1948, 
which consolidated old Secs. 342 


Justice 


| Circuit refused to read the Su- 
| preme Court’s opinion as giving | 
|it authority to issue a writ of | 


and 377 into the present Sec. 1651 
(a), did not affect the power of 


‘the Courts of Appeals to issue 


writs of mandamus in aid of 
jurisdiction. * * * Since the 
Court of Appeals could at some 
stage of the antitrust proceed- 
ings entertain an appeal in these 
cases it has power in proper cir- 
cumstances as here to issue writs 
of mandamus reaching them. 
* * * This is not to say that the 
conclusion we reach on the facts 
of this case is intended or can 
be used to authorize the indis- 
criminate use of prerogative 
writs as a means of reviewing 
interlocutory orders.” 

In the circumstances of this 
particular case—where the dis- 
trict judge was already well in- 
formed as to the nature of the 
antitrust litigation, the plead- 
ings of the parties, the gist of 
the plaintiff’s claims, the theory 
of the defense, and much of the 
proof that would be used—the 
Court felt that “he could dispose 
of the litigation with greater dis- 
patch and less effort than any- 
one else.” And use of FRCP 53 (b) 
power here “amounted to little 
less than an abdication of the 
judicial function depriving the 
parties of a trial before the 
court on the basic issues involved 
in the litigation.” 

The Court’s broad language on 
the use of the All Writs Act has 
already been cited as authority 
for expanding the courts of ap- 
peals’ power to review venue- 
transfer orders. Great Northern 
R. Co. v. Hyde, 26 LW 2013. How- | 
ever, in that case, the Eighth | 


mandamus compelling a district | 
court to vacate a venue-transfer | 
order for abuse of discretion. 

It was this case that produced 
Mr. Justice Brennan’s first dis- | 
senting opinion, in which Mr. 


Burton, and Mr. Justice Harlan 
joined. They took the position 
that: “The power granted to the 
Courts of Appeals by the All 
Writs Act is not an appellate 
power but merely an auxiliary 
power in aid of and to protect 
the appellate jurisdiction con- 
ferred by other provisions of law, 
e.g., the power to review final 
decisions granted by 28 U.S.C. 
Sec. 1291, and to review specified 
exceptional classes of interlocu- 
tory orders granted by 28 U.S.C. 
Sec. 1292. This holding that an 
independent appellate power is 
given by the All Writs Act not 
only discards the constraints 
upon the scope of the power to 
issue extraordinary writs * * * 
but, by the very fact of doing 
so, opens wide the crack in the 
door which, since the Judiciary 
Act of 1789 has shut out from 
intermediate appellate review all 
interlocutory actions of the Dis- 
trict Courts not within the few 
exceptional classes now specified 
by the Congress in Sec. 1292.” 
(LaBuy v. Howes Leather Co., 
Inc., 25 LW 4068). 

Patent Venue 

Only one dissent was filed 
when Mr. Justice Whittaker, 
writing his first opinion for the 
Court, held that the Judicial 
Code’s 1948 Revision defining a 
corporation’s “residence” for 
general venue purposes as in- 
cluding any place where it is 
doing business did not enlarge 
Section 1400’s patent-suit venue 
provision. A West Virginia cor- 
poration was held not subject 
to suit in New York where it does 
business but where it had not 
infringed. 

A dispute that had been going 
on for several years among the 
courts of appeals was settled by 
this ruling. The view adopted 
by the Supreme Court is the one 
accepted by a majority of the 
courts of appeals that had con- 
sidered the problem—the Third, 
Seventh. and Tenth Circuits. 
Contra, the Second and Fifth 
Circuits. 

Starting with Stonite Products 
Co. v. Melvin Lloyd Co., 315 US. 
561, which clearly held that only 


the specific patent-venue statns 


is to be applied, the ODinion 
noted that the Revisors’ Note: ,. 
the 1948 Code do not mens, 
any substantive change in 4. 
law. And statements mage 
several of the drafters of 4, 
1948 Revision “are uniform. 
clear that no changes of lay 
policy ought to be presyp.. 
from changes of language jp +. 
Revision unless an intent ., 
make such changes is clear, 
expressed.” is 

In conclusion, the Court s:, 
“We think it is clear that See 
1391 (c) is a general corporat. 
venue statute, whereas See. 14 
(b) is a special venue staty 
applicable, specifically, to a}) 4. 
fendants in a particular 
action, i.e., patent infrin 
actions. In these circums 
the law is settled that ‘Ho 
inclusive may be the 
language of a statute, it 
be held to apply to ay 
specifically dealt with in th 
part of the same enactment ++s 
Specific terms prevail over ty 
general in the same or anothe 
statute which otherwise 
be controlling.’ ” 

Mr. Justice Harlan, who 
the dissenter, took the 
that the Revisors’ N 
been given undue weight “ay 
that they are in any event w 
clear.” (Fourco Glass 
Transmirra Products C 
LW 4261). 
Stays 

Relying upon the reasonip 
that, in US. v. Uni 
Workers, 330 U.S. 258, foun 
Norris-La-Guardia Act's |} 
labor injunctions not ap 
to the United States, the Cou 
held that the Judicial Code 
ban on federal stays of stat 
court suits does not a 0 
stay sought by the federal gor 
ernment. 

In explanation of the analog 
to the United Mine Wor! 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter 
“In interpreting the gene 


|'guage of the Norris-La Gu 


Act, the Court relied h 

‘an old and well-kno 

albeit a rule of con 

‘that statutes which 

terms divest pre-exist 

or privileges will not be 

to the sovereign without 

words to that effect.’ 330 US..4 

272. While, strictly spea 

‘pre-existing’ rights wo 

to be found in the 1789-1 

statute period, the rat 

the rule requires not 

rights be ‘pre-existing’ bu 

that they would exist apart 

the statute. There 

doubt, apart from the 

tions of 28 U.S.C. Sec. 22 

right of the United 

enjoin state court pr 

whenever the prerec si 

relief by way of injunction 

present.” 
True, 


Uu 


there were 
Mine Workers; but there is 4 
another persuasive reaso 
the federal courts’ po 

state court procee 

be restricted when 

party is seeking the st 

when the United Stat 

ing such relief. The 
policy of preventing co 
tween federal and 

“is much more compe 

it is the litigatior 
parties which threate 

the two judicial systems + 


{ 





7 ¢ 
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col. + 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work 
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s-¢ than when it is the 
tates Which seeks a stay 
1t threatened irreparable 
. to a national interest. The 
s of superior federal 
that would ensue from 
g the federal govern- 
from obtaining a stay of 
court proceedings except 
the severe restrictions of 
5,C. 2283 would be so great 
- ge cannot reasonably im- 
ch a purpose to Congress 

















~; Inc. v. U.S., 25 LW 4082) 
piralty 
. the more Significant of its 
. admiralty decisions, the 
over objections from Mr. 
“e Brennan, Mr. Justice 
-ciyrter, and Mr. Justice 
“sn, decided that an ad- 
sty court has power in a 
-stion-of-liability proceed- 
* ng from a ship col- 
which the parties have 
ss 1ed against each other 
third parties have also filed 
7s, to ajudicate all the de- 
“gs made and arising out of 
sme disaster. 
ralty court’s authority 
ation-of-liability pro- 
spelled out in Ad- 
tule 56. The purpose of 
s to formulate a pro- 
ng “that would give full 
ion to the shipowners in 
».”’ Actually, the opin- 
went on, Rule 56 has long 
- held to encompass cross- 
ms between parties in libel 
“This Court has held 
itation of liability pe- 
ay also be determined 
priate pleading in libel 
os. * * * It may therefore 
wid that a limitation proceed- 
not only provides concourse 
grves the function of a 





























s-libel to determine the 
*s between petitioner and 
mants as well; and equitable 


s between the limitation 
toner and a claimant have 
gbeen recognized as encom- 
edin Rule 50. * * * 
hy does it not follow that 
2 , scattered as they 
countries of the 

present in this 
hould recover judg- 
eir damages? Why 
ud h be required to file 
fndary action in the courts 
ler country merely to 
* the amount of his due 
2 the same evidence is al- 
7 e the admiralty court 
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ic and efficient judicial 
lstration require that re- 

in all parties at 
ecessary to the claim- 
the fund which limited 
y of the initial pe- 
“tr. Otherwise this proceed- 
Sout a “water haul” for the 
ants result completely 
aracter in admiralty 





1 
n 
ot 










ssenters would stick to 
uage of Admiralty Rule 
1 authorizes cross-claim 
only in libel proceed- 
uch practice is desirable 
utation proceedings, “it 
~2 0¢ introduced by amend- 
“¢ Admiralty Rules, and not 

decision in a particular 












h was commenced 
nal litigants without 
on their part or the 
“aly Bar that such a prac- 
tained in limitation pro- 
. ‘British Transport 
2v.US. 25 LW 4426). 
“same day another 6-3 de- 
~ tablished that the filing 
t limitation proceeding of 
Whose aggregate amount 
’ than the value of the 
ers vessels and_ their 
te freight justified modi- 
“of a federal district 
4 estraining order to per- 
tlaimants’ prosecution of 
court negligence suit but 
are the district court’s 
© set the limits of recov- 
“" limited liability Act “is 









gs. 


not one of immunity from liabil- 
ity but of limitation of it and we 
read no other privilege for the 
shipowner into its language over 
and above that granting him 
limited liability.” 

Again Mr. Justice Harlan and 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter dis- 
sented, joined this time by Mr. 
Justice Burton. They felt that 
“since federal limitation juris- 
diction was properly invoked we 
should not permit it to be aborted 
by subsequent actions by the 
claimants with a view to ob- 
taining transfer of the trial of 
their claims to the state courts.” 
(Lake Tankers Corp. v. Henn. 
25 LW 4431) 

In a short per curiam opinion, 
the Court held that the failure 
of the successful party in a dis- 
trict court to file a cross-appeal 
protesting rejection of an affi- 
davit does not preclude the re- 
versing court of appeals from 
ruling on the affidavit’s admis- 
sibility. The successful party in 
the district court may sustain its 
judgment on any ground that 
finds support in the _ record. 
(Jaffke v. Dunham, 25 LW 4094). 


Inter-Panel Disputes 

Another short per curiam 
opinion, dismissing a certificate 
from the court of appeals for the 
Eighth Circuit, announced the 
court’s intention not to resolve 
the inter-panel disputes of a 
court of appeals. ‘““Whatever pro- 
cedure a Court of Appeals fol- 
lows to resolve these problems— 
and desirable judicial adminis- 
tration commends consistency at 
least in the more or less contem- 
poraneous decisions of different 
panels of a Court of Appeals— 
doubt about the respect to be 
accorded to a previous decision 
of a different panel should not 
be the occasion for invoking so 
exceptional a jurisdiction of this 
Court as that on certification. It 
is primarily the task of a Court 
of Appeals to reconcile its in- 
ternal difficulties. See In re Bur- 
well, 350 U.S. 521; Western Pa- 
cific R. Corp. v. Western Pacific 
R. Co., 345 US. 247. It is also 
the task of a Court of Appeals 
to decide all properly presented 
cases coming before it except in 
the rare instances, as for ex- 
ample the pendency of another 
case before this Court raising 
the same issue, when certifica- 
tion may be advisable in the 
proper administration and expe- 
dition of judicial business.” 

Wisniewski v. U.S., 25 LW 3277). 

Three of the Court’s orders 
without opinion dealt with ju- 
dicial review of various adminis- 
trative processes. The Court re- 
versed a Fifth Circuit holding 
that the Emergency Court of 
Appeals’ exclusive jurisdiction to 
determine the validity of ceiling- 
price regulations issued under 
the Defense Production Act 
ended when that Act expired 
(U.S. v. Schneer’s Atlanta, Inc., 
25 LW 3213); affirmed a District 
of Columbia Circuit holding that 
a three-judge federal district 
court has no jurisdiction of an 
importer’s suit challenging the 
constitutionality, and seeking to 
enjoin enforcement of the Anti- 
Dumping Act of 1921, 19 U.S.C. 
160, since the U.S. Customs Court 
and the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals have exclusive 
jurisdiction (Horton v. Hum- 
phrey, 25 LW 3139); and held 
that a three-judge district court 
should have been convened to 
hear a suit for an injunction 
against the 1954 Housing Act’s 
ban on transient rentals (FHA 
v. The Darlington, Inc., 25 LW 
3213). 

The other two orders in this 
field affirmed that an employer 
has no standing to maintain a 
three-judge district court in- 
junction suit challenging the 
constitutionality of the Okla- 
homa Employment Security Act’s 
requirement for payment of un- 
employment compensation prior 
to judicial review (Aero Design 
and Engineering Co. v. Oklahoma 


Ambar Delegates Action 
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Taxation for improving the In- 
ternal Revenue Code were adopt- 
ed by the House, including a pro- 
posal that the Code be changed 
to permit taxation of income de- 
rived by churches from property 
acquired by “borrowing money” 
— the proposed change would 
not affect income from property 
acquired by a church’s own 
money. 

Federal Budget — The House 
refused to adopt as being beyond 
the scope of the Association a re- 
commendation that the Ameri- 
can Bar Association approve an 
amendment to the U. S. Consti- 
tution, as proposed by SJR +36 
now pending in Congress, which 
would require (1) that the bud- 
get transmitted by the President 
to Congress shall not recom- 
mend expenditures in excess of 


estimated receipts and (2) if 
Congress authorizes such ex- 
penditures it must remain in 


session until the budget is bal- 
anced. 

Regional Meetings — In a re- 
port made to the House by the 
Chairman of the Standing Com- 
mittee on Regional Meetings, 
John D. Randall of Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, announced plans for five 
regional meetings, in addition to 
the joint Mid-Year and South- 
ern Regional meeting to be held 
in Atlanta next Feb. 19-25. They 
are: Louisville, Ky., Nov. 7, 8 and 


9 under the leadership of Robert | 


P. Hobson of Louisville; St. Louis, 
Mo., in April or May under the 
chairmanship of Richmond C. 
Coburn, a member of the 
Board of Governors from that 
city; Pittsburgh during the 
spring of 1959; Memphis in the 
fall of 1959, and Portland, Ore., 
in 1960. 

Congressional Witnesses—The 
House approved the principle of 
a bill now before the House of 
Representatives (HR 259) which 
would give committees of the 
House and Senate authority to 
invoke the aid of Federal district 
courts to compel the attendance 
and testimony of reluctant wit- 


nesses and authorized the Spec- | 
Individual 


ial Committee on 
Rights as Affected by National 
Security to appear before appro- 
priate committees of Congress in 
support of the measure 

Uniform State Laws — The 
House approved action taken by 
the National Conference of Com- 
missioners on Uniform State 
Laws in adopting the following 
four uniform state acts: Chemi- 
cal Test for Intoxication Act, 
Division of Income for Tax Pur- 
poses Act, Rendition of Prisoners 
as Witnesses in Criminal Pro- 
ceedings Act and Statute of Lim- 
itations on Foreign Claims Act. 
The House also adopted a resolu- 
tion of the Conference authoriz- 
ing the president of the Associa- 
tion to appoint a Special Com- 
mittee on International Unifica- 
tion of Private Law to make a 
study and report to the House 
on what is now being done in 
this field. 

New Delegates — The Assem- 
bly elected the following five 
members of the Association to 
serve as Assembly Delegates to 
the House of Delegates for three- 
year terms: Robert M. Benjamin 
of New York, Richard Bentley 
of Chicago, Ross L. Malone of 
Roswell, New Mexico, Alfred J. 
Schweppe of Seattle and Robert 
G. Storey, Jr. of Dallas, Texas. 

Judicial Candidates — A reso- 








Employment Security Comm., 25 
LW 3317); and that an interstate 
pipeline’s failure to take an ap- 
peal to the Oklahoma state 
courts bars its three-judge dis- 
trict court suit under the Com- 
merce Clause for an injunction 
against enforcement of Okla- 
homa Corporation Commission 
orders requiring crude-oil pur- 
chaser’s to take the entire output 
of any well from which they buy 
oil (Guif Oil Corp. v. Oklahoma 
Corp. Comm., 25 LW 3374) 


ABA | 


| lution calling for the creation of 


an independent commission to 
aid the President in screening 
candidates for federal judge- 
ships and that would take the 
selection of‘federal judges out of 
“the area of political patronage” 
was referred by the Assembly to 
the Standing Committee on Fed- 
eral Judiciary and the Standing 
Committee on Judicial Selection 
Tenure and Compensation. 
In London 

Communism The House 
heard a report from the Com- 
mittee on Communist Tactics, 
Strategy and Objectives advo- 
cating new federal legislation 
“to overcome the effect” of re- 
cent Supreme Court decisions 
which, the report said, had been 
hailed by the Communist party 
as favorable to it. Among the 
general legislative recommenda- 
tions were: 1) New legislation to 
safeguard the confidential na- 
ture of FBI files; 2) Give Con- 





| 
|Law, aimed at correcting what 
lthe Section described as a “no 


man’s land for many labor dis- 
putes.” The resolution said the 
U. S. Supreme Court, in decisions 
handed down in March of this 
year, had held in effect “that in 
any labor dispute affecting in- 
terstate commerce neither a 
state court nor a state adminis- 
trative agency has jurisdiction 
to entertain the dispute even 
though the National Labor Re- 
lations Board declines to assert 
jursidiction on the ground that 
the effect on interstate com- 
merce is insubstantial’. The res- 
olution puts the ABA on record 
as favoring “the enactment of 
legislation or the taking of ap- 
propriate administrative action 
which will provide a remedy for 
the administrative inaction of 
the NLRB described”. The ABA 
Commerce Committee joined in 
recommending the move. 
Pension Funds — The House 
deferred until the Midyear meet- 
ing next February action on a 


gressional committees “the same |resolution of the Labor Rela- 


freedom to investigate that they 


| tions Law Section favoring fed- 


always have had to investigate | eral legislation to require filing 


business men and labor leaders”; 


of annual financial statements 


3) Correct the notion that the|of all unilateral and bilateral 
Smith act was not intended to! pension plans and health and 
prohibit ‘advocacy and teaching | welfare funds, with an appro- 


of forcible overthrow as an ab- 


schools, bar associations and 
other organizations to set stand- 


ards of membership high enough | 


to exclude those who refuse to 
testify frankly and fully about 
their past activities in further- 
ance of Communist plans to con- 


|quer the free world by subver- 


sion.” 

Medical Panels — At the re- 
commendation of the Section of 
Judicial Administration the 
House approved a “national pro- 
gram, to be implemented at the 
local level, of fostering the crea- 
tion and employment in major 
cities of panels of impartial med- 


ical experts under court aegis’ | phasizing 
to be called in for examination| Both Gossett 





| priate agency of the federal gov- 
stract principle” and 4) Permit | 


ernment equipped and authoriz- 
ed to audit such returns.” The 
resolution also urged that offic- 
ers or employees of such funds 
be prohibited, with proper pen- 
alties, from profiting from the 
investment or administration of 
such funds. 

Legal Aid—Lawyer Referral — 
In an oral statement to the 
House, Chairman William T. 
Gossett of the ABA Committee 
on Legal Aid Work told of the 
progress of the Association’s co- 
operative program with the Na- 
tional Legal Aid Association to 
extend legal aid organizations 
including a new program em- 
defender programs. 
and Theodore 


of evidence and testimony in|} Voorhees of Philadelphia, who 


personal injury litigation. 
panels would be selected by 
“professional bodies on the basis 
of professional qualifications”. 


The | 
| Association’s 
| program, said it was better for 
|the organized bar to supvort 


made similar oral report on the 
Lawyer’ Referral 


Labor Relations Cases — The | these programs than to allow 
House approved a resolution by | them to come under government 
the Section of Administrative | control, as in England. 








NEW FORMS for NEW RULES 


Verified Statement of Claimant's Claim 
As Adopted by "New Rules and Amendments" 





EFFECTIVE SEPT. 4 





Personal Injury 


Property Damage 


4 Counts 





+425 PI (Form 9A) Verified Statement of Claimant’s Claim 


+425 P D (Form 9B) Verified Statement of Claimant’s Claim 


Amended Forms 
#4050 Summons and Complaint (Amended 9/57) 


#4050 (Special) Summons and Complaint (Amended 9/57) 


+4055 Summons and Complaint (Amended 9/57) Tort 


Also New 


+55 Notice To Quit and Demand for Possession— 
With Notice of Increase 


+55 Notice to Quit and Demand for Possession 


+440-DM Demand for Medical Information—Compensation 


ALL STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


502 High Street, Newark 2, N. J. 


These forms are printed on light weight, high quality, rag 
content bond enabling manifold typing. 


Phone MArket 4-5577 




































































































Page Eight 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 29, 1957 





Federal Tax Notes : 


By Harold Kamens 

DIVERSION OF PROFIT TO 
CORPORATION: Taxpayer en- 
tered into a cost-plus contract 
with the U. S. under which he 
was to sell and install septic 
tanks at induction centers. He 
manufactured the tanks at a 
cost of $5,800, sold them to a 
wholly owned dormant corpora- 
tion at cost, and repurchased 
them back for $12,100 before final 
sale to the U. S. 

Held: The interim sale and re- 
purchase were mere shams; tax- 
payer’s cost of goods sold is ac- 
cordingly reduced by $6,300. Not- 
tingham Estate, TCM 1956-281. 

GROSS ESTATE: Under a 
group-annuity contract purchas- 
ed by his employer, decedent 
could receive an annuity for his 
life or elect a survivorship an- 
nuity for himself and his wife. 
He elected the joint-survivorship 
annuity. The election could be 
revoked with the consent of the 
insurance company. 

Held: Although the insurance 
company had in fact refused all 
previous requests to revoke the 
election, this was a revocable 
transfer includible in decedent’s 
gross estate to the extent of the 
value of the wife’s interest. 
Davis, 27 TC No. 41. 

REVERSIONARY INTEREST: 
In 1927, decedent conveyed cer- 
tain real estate to her son as 
trustee; she retained income for 
life and a power to appoint the 
trust corpus in certain situations. 
She relinquished this power of 
appointment in 1943 so that the 
property would pass to her next 
of kin if her son did not survive 
her. 

Held: This possibility of the 
interest passing to her next of 
kin was not a reversionary in- 
terest which would require in- 
clusion of the property in her 
estate under the _ Technical 
Changes Act of 1949. Bartlett, Ct. 
Cls., 12/5/56. 

PRESENT INTEREST: Tax- 
payers created separate trusts 
for their grand-children. Each 
trust was to continue until the 
beneficiary reached age 25. The 
trustees had discretion to ac- 
cumulate income until the bene- 
ficiary reached age 21, there- 
after income was to be paid cur- 


parent or guardian, had’ ‘the 
right to demand all or any part 
of the principal or accumulated 
income at any time. 

Held: Although the latter 
right was never exercised’ and it 
was not anticipated that it would 
be exercised, it made the inter- 
est of each beneficiary a present 
interest, entitled to the $3,000 
annual exclusion. As minors they 
were unable to exercise the right 
to withdraw corpus, but their 
parents were competent to do 
so. Perkins, 27 TC No. 67. 

DEATH BENEFITS: Decedent 
was an employee of Socony Mo- 
bil Oil Company. The company 
had a plan providing that two 
years’ salary would be paid as a 
death benefit to the designated 
beneficiary of certain employees. 
The plan was stated to be non- 
contractual, and the company 
reserved the right to revoke it 
at any time. 

Held: The decedent had no 
vested right to the benefit, and 
accordingly it was not includ- 
ible in his gross estate. Molter 
Estate, DC NY 12/10/56. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: De- 
cedent gave his wife a life inter- 
est in a trust created out of his 
residuary estate. Upon her death 
the trustees were to distribute a 
certain amount out of the trust 
fund to persons appointed by 
her. 

Held: Since the will created a 
single trust, this power could not 
qualify it for the marital de- 
duction under the 1939 Code; the 
wife’s power of appointment ex- 
tended to only a portion of the 
trust. Warner Estate, TCM 1956- 
278. 


wife conducted various business- 
es during their 45 years of mar- 


riage under an oral agreement | 
that whatever was earned would | 


belong to them jointly. 

Held: The husband’s transfer 
of securities to their joint names 
to effectuate this oral agree- 
ment was not a taxable gift; 
there had been a full considera- 
tion for the transfer. The wife’s 
transfer to their joint names of 
securities she had acquired by 
inheritance was a taxable gift. 


| Trafton, 27 TC No. 68. 


VALUATION: Taxpayers were 


|for his son’s financial security, | 
TRANSFERS: A husband and/|"°t t0 make him a real business| He claimed as deductible auto- 
| partner. All income is, therefore, | mobile expenses 90% of the reg- 


CAPITAL GAIN: Husband and 
wife owned their shares in an 
auto agency as joint tenants 
from 1933 until 1948. In 1948, 
they severed the joint tenancy, 
the stock of the wife being re- 
deemed at book value. 

Held: The redemption was not 
substantially equivalent to a div- 
idend distribution because the 
wife sold all her stock. The sale 
is, therefore, taxable as capital 
gain. Summerfield, DC Mich., 
10/5/56. 

LIABILITY DEDUCTION: 
Taxpayer executed a $20,000 de- 
mand promissory note to a pro- 
fit-sharing trust on September 
30, 1952, the last day of its fiscal 
year and the effective date of 
the creation of the trust. The 
note was paid within the follow- 
ing 60 days. Commissioner deter- 
mined that the trust was not in 
existence on September 30, 1952 
and that no deduction could be 
allowed. 

Held: Under New York law, an 
employees’ trust may validly ex- 
ist prior to a payment of cash 
to it; and the corpus of the 
trust is the negotiable instru- 
ment deemed prima facie to 
have been issued for a valuable | 
consideration. Tallwan Tool & 
Machine Corp., 27 TC No. 39. 

FAMILY PARTNERSHIP: A 
licensed hog dealer entered into 
a written partnership agreement 
with his wife in January 1941 
upon her investment of $5,000. | 
At the end of that year, the wife 
assigned her partnership inter- 
est, with her husband’s consent, 
to their 3 year old son. | 

Held: The father’s only pur- | 
pose in setting up the partner- | 
ship agreement was to provide | 


taxable to the father. Sparks, 
CA-7, 12/3/56. 

INCOME: Taxpayer was di- 
vorced from her husband on Feb- 
|ruary 8, 1945. A_ settlement 
| agreement adopted in the decree 


| provided for the payment of} 


| $87,000 “payable in periodic in- | 
stallments during a period end- 


}ing more than ten years” later. | 
| Following the specific terms of | 
j the agreement, however, results | 

|lowed as the individual never 


}in the lump sum being paid off 
'in less than ten years. 

| Held: The conflict in 
|agreement must be resolved in 


|}termined by taking 


the | 


DEPENDENTS: Taxpayer pro- 
vided a home for his wife, his 
son and daughter-in-law, and 
their two children. The son 
worked part of the year and 
made small contributions from 
time to time toward the house- 
hold expenses. The daughter-in- 
law also worked for part of the 
year but made no contributions. 

Held: Taxpayer furnished over 
half the support of the two 
grandchlidren, but not of the 
daughter-in-law. Hill, TCM 1956- 
286. 

PERSONAL EXPENSES: A col- 
lege tutor on temporary or pro- 
bationary appointment could 
have secured permanent status 
only by qualifying for higher 
rank. To secure this higher rank, 
he was required to attain a doc- 
torate degree. 

Held: The expenses incurred 
toward pursuing this degree are 
nondeductible educational ex- 
penses. Marlor, 27 TC No. 70. 

LOSS ON SALE: Taxpayer 
started construction of a resi- 
dence, and when it was about 
70% finished decided to offer the 
house for sale. He listed it with 
brokers who advised him that it 
would be a good selling point to 
have it occupied. Also fearing 
vandalism if left unoccupied, he 
and his family moved into the 
house when completed and lived 
there about a year before selling 
it at a loss. 

Held: Loss is disallowed. A 
willingness or even a desire to 
sell a home at a profit does not 
convert the sale into a transac- 
tion entered into for profit. 
Seletos, TCM 1956-283. 

AUTOMOBILE EXPENSES: A 
broker maintained two offices 
and a farm at different locations. 


istered mileage on his Lincoln 
at 834c per mile. Commissioner 
allowed 40% at 6c per mile. 

Held: The deduction is de- 
2, of the 
mileage at 8c per mile. Lovelady, 
TCM 1956-288. 

“KICK BACK” SALARY: Tax- 
payer paid $4,000 in 1942 and 
$12,000 in 1943 as salary to an 
individual. 

Held: Deductions are disal- 


rendered valuable services and 
there was an understanding that 
he would return the money less 


80 N. J. L. J. Index Pap, 





set up factories in foreign », 
tries. As soon as the ney :.., 
functioned smoothly, he 
to another country to .. 
another factory. He se ,. 
factory for his employer jp ;, 
tralia and lived there fro, ; 
1946 to October 1948. Hj. - 
assignment was in Canad: 
tween assignments, he re, 
to the U. S. to marry hic, 
tralian fiancee. In July ju. 
was transferred to Engls,. 

Held: Taxpayer never jp;,. 
to become a resident of a ¢.4 
country. He had never ge ,, 
permanent home. His inte: 
was to be in foreign coy. 
as long as his employer gir. 
him to stay. Weible, Dc ¢. 
4/6/56. , 


CAPITAL GAIN: Between ; 
and 1990, taxpayer-attorney 
chased various parcels of |; 
He made no improvement; 
did not subdivide. Sales 
few, and no effort was mags 
attract customers. The sales h 
in issue were of land abou :, 
condemned. Some were maj: 
an accommodation to frienss 
clients, and some were of y, 
sized, odd-shaped or of gy 
ful-title parcels. Most of the! 
had been bought in pag 
deals from an estate. 

Held: Taxpayer was not ir 
real-estate business and dig 
hold the land for sale to » 
tomers; his profits were cap; 
Embrey, DC Va., 12 3 36, _ 

ORDINARY INCOME: 
payer, an inventor, gave | 
title to a patent to Arthy 
Little, Inc., the industria! 
search consultants. He retz 
the right to one-third o 
royalties to be earned. Little 
to exploit the invention. 

Held: There was no sale 
rather a partnership agreem 
The income is ordinary. K) 
schmidt, DC Mass., 10/18 3 

GAIN ON SALE: Taxpayer 
36 of 60 looms which had + 
recorded on its books in 
account on which it took 4 
nual depreciation. Taxpayer 
gued that profits cannot 
determined on sale of only; 
of the assets in the group 

Held: Profit is realized ons 
There was no dispute as to 
manner in which the basis 0! 
assets sold was. determ: 
Rhode Island Worsted Cc 
IN. Y., 12/35/56. 


stockholders in a public utility | : ea : : 
fate mee |}favor of the specific provision | income taxes. Nottingham Estate, 
which created a subsidiary to) over the general statement. The | TCM 1956-281. 


| own gas leases. The parent then | were not taxable} CLUB EXPENSES: A lawyer 
‘claimed in 1951 and 1952 all his 





rently. Each beneficiary, or his 





. TITLE SERVICE 





ATTCRNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED | installments 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 


24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 











—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 














| tion’s 


issued to its own stockholders | income to the taxpayer. Lehman, 


warrants to buy stock of the 
subsidiary at one dollar, the book 
value computed by including 
the leases at a price the parent 


|had paid at public auction. 


Held: That was their 
value. The stock was worth one 


upon _ their 

DISTRIBUTION: Taxpayers 
argued that a distribution they 
received was from the corpora- 
pre-1913 earnings and 
nontaxable. Commissioner 
serted that they had not proved 


| the distribution came from such 


earnings or a pre-1913 increase 
in value and that the income 
should be treated as return of 


| capital. Since they had already 
recovered their basis, 


it should 
be subject to capital gain. 

Held: The corporation had 
distributed all its earnings every 
year since 1913 and the source 
of this distribution must be pre- 
1913. That being so, the Code 
clearly exempts it from tax 
without reference to basis. Wal- 
lace, Ct. Cls., 12/5/56. 








may be taken in quiet hearing 


NORTH JERSEY RE 


Diamond 2-1677 





DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. 


210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


room by experienced Certified 


Parking nearby. 
PORTING SERVICE 


Leonard W. Meyer 


fair | 


receipt. | 


as- | 








|CA-7, 12/12/56. 
| ALIMONY: 


' 


A separation 
| provided that the wife receive 
;periodic payments in varying 


tody of a minor child. She was 
to receive $50 less for any month 


Held: Even though one clause 
of the agreement provided that 
all payments were to cease upon 
the death of or the attainment 
of majority by the child, the 
agreement sufficiently earmark- 
ed $50 of each monthly payment 
for child support and the hus- 
band is permitted to deduct the 
balance as alimony. Morsman, 
24-5C 0; Si. 

INCOME AS ALIMONY: Ber- 
narr Macfadden married tax- 
payer in 1913. In 1932 they en- 
tered into a separation agree- 
ment which provided for pay- 
ments in lieu of alimony and 
specifically referred to a subse- 
quent divorce action. Although 
he began divorce proceedings in 
1933, actual divorce did not oc- 
cur till years later, and then ina 
different suit. Taxpayer argued 
that the payments she received 
under the 1931 agreement were 
not incident to the 1946 divorce. 

Held: Since divorce was con- 
templated at the time of the 
agreement, payments made 
thereunder were “incident to” 
the subsequent divorce and were 
includible in the wife’s income 
as alimony. Macfadden, TCM 
1956-287. 


|}agreement incident to a divorce | 


amounts depending on whether | 


{the wi i - | 
dollar, the warrant had no value, | e wife remarried or had cus- | 


/and the taxpayers received no 
| income 


|Mauney, DC NM, 12/28/56. the child was not in her custody. | 


club expenses amounting to $1,- 


/800 and $1,500 respectively. 


Held: Only half of the claimed 
amounts are allowed as detailed 
evidence is required to show that 
each expenditure was in excess 
of what would have been spent 
had the purpose been personal. 


| Scott, TMC 1956-274. 


INCOME: Taxpayer slaught- 
ered and processed horse meat 
and sold it as beef. Commis- 
sioner determined deficiencies 
for understatements of income 
by multiplying the amount of 
horse meat purchased by the 
difference in cost between horse 
meat and beef, less 4c a pound 
for “payoffs.” 

Held: As taxpayer was unable 
to refute this determination, the 
deficiencies are sustained. Kirch- 
ner, TCM 1956-266. 

FRAUD PENALTY: Taxpayer 
didn’t keep records, didn’t file 
returns, and didn’t cooperate 
with the revenue agents. 

Held: Fraud penalty is upheld. 
Powell, DC Oreg. 11 13 56. 

FOREIGN RESIDENTS: Tax- 
payer claimed exemption of 
foreign salary for 1947, 1948 and 
1949, when he was employed to 


City Title Insurance ( 
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BArclay 7-2574 PLainfield 


SAMUEL K. PEARSO 
CONSULTING METEOROLOGI! 
Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ. 6 


1217 South End Parkway 
Plainfield, N. J. 


39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.¥ 











OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE 


APPRAISER 
REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX. 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COUNTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 
M. R. LANES 
200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5, ¥/ 
WArket 3-1119 











LICENSED BONE 


Hanus Detective Agew 


Divorce Investigations « Spe 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles 
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SUPERIOR TRENTON SERVICE 
Superior and U.S. District Court judgment searchié 
with receivership search in both cour# 


Corporate Status, including Tax informatiot. 
Abstracts and information in all courts and depart 


ens 


SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 


(W. Coe McKeeby) 
Tel. MArket 3-4232 


24 Branford Place 


Newark 2, N.J 
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Teg pp 
new f o 











er which will be held at the 
Treat Hotel at noon on 
sday, September 11th. 
gservations are now being re- 
-eg by Mrs. Dora P. Roths- 
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sries R. Hardin, Jr. 
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Middlesex County Bar Association Officers 
and Committees 





1957-1958 
Officers 


President, Charles M. Morris, Jr. 


lst Vice President, 

Albert W. Seaman 
2nd Vice President, 

Samuel Kaplan 
3rd Vice President, 

Daniel L. Golden 
Treasurer, Schuyler C. Van Cleef 
Secretary, 

Mrs. Aldona E. Appleton 

Trustees 
Samuel S. Cohen 
Ishmael Sklarew 
Isidor M. Dubrow 
Jacob H. Bernstein (1959) 
Edward A. Modzelewski (1959) 


|C. John Stroumtsos (1959) 
| Joseph H. Edgar (1958) 


Arthur J. Sills (1958) 
Herman L. Breitkopf (1958) 
Matthew F. Melko (1958) 
C. Christian Stockel, Jr. 
Philip L. Strong (1958) 


ROSTER OF COMMITTEES 
1957-1958 
CONSTITUTIONAL 
COMMITTEES* 


(1958) 


Program 
Albert W. Seaman, Chairman 
Daniel L. Golden 
Abr. L. Motolinsky 
Samuel Sladkus 
Morris Spritzer 
Membership 
C. John Stroumtsos, Chairman 
Harry Burton 
Meyer Cohn 
Edward H. Garretson 
Roland Winter 
Legislation 
Joseph H. Edgar, Chairman 
John A. Lynch 
John J. Rafferty 
David I. Stepacoff 
Stephen V. R. Strong 
Library 
Arthur J. Sills, Chairman 
E. James Ferrara 
Ernest Gross 
John P. Kozak 
Perry Martin 


* The Constitution of the As- 
sociation requires that the chair- 
men of the above committees be 
selected from among the Trus- 
tees. It also requires an Ethics 
Committee, but this committee 
is now chosen by the Supreme 
Court. The only other constitu- 
tional committee is the Nomin- 
ating Committee which is ap- 
pointed not less than 20 days 
prior to the annual meeting. 

” . * 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

Legal Aid 
Herman L. Breitkopf, Chairman 
Clarence Alexander 
William Eichling 
Paul Gretchyn 
Harold Jahnke 
Oliver Kovacs 
S. Herbert Jaffe 
George Kress 
Edward Kolodziej 
Alfred Levinson 
Ralph Mayo 
Louis Milano 
William McCloskey 
Robert A. Petito 
George B. Pollack 
Michael Resko 
Robert Runyon 
Edward Santoro 
William Snedeker 
Jack Wysoker 


Unauthorized Practice of Law 


Matthew F. Melko, Chairman 
George L. Burton 
John Bachmann 
William Danberry 
Edward Dolan 

Paul Anderson 

Alex Eber 

Alex Eger 

Thomas L. Hanson 
John Mullane 
Thomas Mitchell 
Jacob I. Polkowitz 
Huyler Romond 
Edward Modzelewski 
Charles Schwartzman 
C. Christian Stockel 
Philip L. Strong 
David T. Wilentz 

I. Oscar Spevack 
Samuel G. Cohen 


Public Relations 
Samuel Kaplan, Chairman 
Anthony N. Arico 
Frederick M. Adams 
Albert S. Barclay 
George Bucko 
Jacob Cohen 
John R. Everitt 
David Goldsmith 
Henry Golenbock 
John T. Keefe 
David Mandel 
Eugene O’Toole 
David Pavlosky 
Jack Pincus 
Arthur Reich 
Walter Reilley 
Abr. Rosenblum 
C. Arthur Seele 
Theodore Strong 
Maria Stroumtsos 
Court House Planning 
Baruch S. Seidman, Chairman 
George F. Baier 
Isidor Dubrow 
Douglas M. Hicks 
Samuel D. Hoffman 
Klemmer Kalteissen 
John A. McKenna 
Charles M. Morris 
George R. Morrison 
George Pressler 
Edward J. Patten 
Morgan Seiffert 
Harold S. Sklarew 
John C. Stockel 
Emil Stremlau 
Dubois S. Thompson 
John E. Toolan 
Schuyler C. Van Cleef 
Russell E. Watson 
Warren W. Wilentz 
Practice & Procedure 
Philip Blacher, Chairman 
Philip M. Brenner 
Theodore Appleby 
George W. DeVoe 
Nathan Duff 
Russell Fleming 
Louis S. Jacobson 
Benedict Harrington 
Joseph Karcher 
Jacob Levinson 
Leo Lowenkopf 
Philip Nadler 
Frederick F. Richardson 
Israel Saltman 
Ishmael Sklarew 
Martin Spritzer 
John V. R. Strong 
Joseph B. Schwartz 
Henry Spitzer 
Herbert Weissberger 
Americanization 
Joseph F. Deegan, Jr., Chairman 
Alfred D. Antonio 
Henry Busch 
Terrill Brenner 
Edward Alexander 
Robert Frisch 
Herman Hoffman 
Louis Hendler 
Gabriel Kirzenbaum 
K. Y. Kuhlthau 
Joseph J. Messina 
Edward Podoleski 
Alvin B. Lebar 
Morris Roth 
Irving Rubin 
Walter W. Schack 
Louis Y. Sosin 
Irving Spiegel 
Edward L. Webster 
Benjamin Weiner 
Juvenile Delinquency 
Aldona Appleton, Chairman 
J. Randolph Appleby 
Andrew Desmond 
St. Elmo Ferrara 
Harry Greenberg 
J. Schuyler Huff 
Nathaniel Jacoby 
David Kaplan 
Benjamin Kleinberg 
Louis Mezey 
Claire Nagel 
John Papp, Jr. 
Francis Reps 
Michael Shulman 
Woodbridge Strong 
Abe S. Schwartz 
Louis F. Sellyei 
Joseph J. Takacs 
Adele Watson 
Isidor Zamost 
Resolutions 
Samuel Adler, Chairman 
Frederick Banner 
Fred S. Brause, Jr. 
Simon A. Bahr 
Guido Brigiani 
Jacob Bernstein 
Louis Cohn 









Baruch S. Seidman 
Fred W. DeVoe 

A. Dudley Watson 
Samuel Convery 
Robert F. Moss 


Jacob Ratne 
* ~yentata | Committee to Examine Adequacy 


Isidore Rosenblum 
Joseph Stevens ee ae 


Leon Semer ~~ 
Geza Stamberger |Samuel S. Cohen, Chairman 
Edith Tennyson | Robert N. Wilentz 

| Morris Margaretten 


Henry Thomas ; 
Walter Waverczak” | Robert Gaynor 
| George J. Shamy 


Delegates to the Judicial ; 
Conference Fred J. Klein 

Francis M. Seaman John B. Molineux 
Morris Spritzer Paul Z. Kamel 
Members of the General Council | 82!ph L. Fusco 
New Jersey State Bar Association | Peter D. Campbell 
Charles M. Morris, Jr., Ex officio | 4Tthur Phillips 
Albert W. Seaman, Ex officio 
Aldona Appleton, Ex officio 
Herman L. Breitkopf 


| Joseph Doren 

A. D. Glass 
William Harding 
| Martin S. Koch 
Paul Kemeny 





LEGAL NOTICES 





TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
John P. Kozak apply = the Last ais Court , at P... 
Oliver Kovacs a F ouse, ‘ rihaler’ ae ons on the 2ot x 
day of September, 1957 at 9:30 A.M. for 
SPECIAL COMMITTEES a judgment authorizing me to assume the 
S name SANDRA MATA KATOWILTZ. 
. — Sandra Mata Hollander 
Committee on Minimum Fees Sandra Mata Katowitz 
Morris Spritzer, Chairman Gerald W. Kolba 
Elmer E. Brown — me the Plaintiff 
. ‘ road Street 
| Lewis D. Busch ny Ihe eng, Se $9.45 
i ug. 29, Sept. 5, 12, 19 $9.45 
G. George Goldman ERAS Bb EP CS? 2 
ames P. Han 
J ey STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Heston N. Potts DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


Christian J. Jorgensen 
W. Howard Fullerton * 
Henry C. Ruttiger 
Francis M. Seaman 


To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

THE A. M. CONSTRUCTION CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
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SHE 7 Ik - S SALE office is situated at No. 1018 Stuyvesant 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) €-190 Avenue, in the Township of Union, County of 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY Union, State of New Jersey (Stanley Gruen, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
COUNTY. Docket Ne upon whom process may be served), has 

BETWEEN Central Ward . tiff, complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
and Vincent, Ine et als Defendants. | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
EXECUTION for Sale of Mortgaged of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
4 remises + Certificate of Disscdution. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
EXECUTION, to me directed, I shall expose | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
for sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16,| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
at the COURT HOUSE in Newark, on) Twenty-third day of August, 1957, file in my 
Puesday, the Twenty-fourth day of Septem-| office a duly executed and attested consent 
ber, next, at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
all the following tract or parcel of land| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
and premises, hereinafter particularly des-| thereof, which said consent and the record 
cribed. situate, lying and being in the| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
City of Newark, Essex County, New Jersey. | in my said office as provided by law. 

BEGINNING at a point in the westerly bo es WHEREOF, I 
line of N. Tenth Street, distant 250 feet ave hereto set my hand and af- 
north of the northwest corner of Chester fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
Avenue and No. Tenth Street; thence run- this Twenty-third day of August, 
ning westerly parallel with Chester Avenue | (Seal) A.D)... one thousand nine hundred 
100 f thence northerly parallel with N. and fifty-seven 
Tenth Street 50 feet: thence easterly par allel EDWAKD J. PATTEN, 
with the first course 100 feet to N. Tenth Secretary of State 
Stree and the nce southerly along the same | L.J Ang. 29, Sept 12 $21.60 
DO feet  % place of BEGINNING _ ae 

Being Toth “Wn and 16 in Block 699° on 
City Tax Map and known as 308-310 ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
N. Tenth Street ; LAW DIVISION 

The igs “ager a yunt hy the tate DOCKET NO 
ment to w = satisfier ry sale sale is 1e Cc . 
sum of Two Thousand Five Hundred and gh a ag 
Eighty one Dollars and Eighty-one Cents | IN THE MATTE aR OF THE APPLICATION) 
($2,581.81) together with the costs of ) 
Sols ‘oan PATRICIA HUG HE S, AN INFANT 
Newark, New i. rsey, Aug. 19. 1957 BY HER rec AL GUARDIAN, 

EIL G. DU FFY, Sheriff VIOLET HAMMER, FOR LEAVE TO.) 
= “Walter A. Beers, Attorney. | ASSUME THE NAME OF ) 

L..J. Aug. 29, Sept. 5, 12, 19 $31.50) PATRICIA HAMMER ) 

VIOLE" MN as aturz rue é 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY of PATRICIA HUGHES. an infant having 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE this 19th day © st 1957 made’ applica- 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION tom 40 p “verified complaint 

10 See whom these presente may come, zd to assume another name to 
w t rR, 3 it 

WHEREAS, It appente to my entiofeetion, | Soncarca to the cont that whe ons emda 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- with all the provis ane of the Siatates Ee 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 94 -59-1 et seq. and the Court being satisfied 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- and that there are no reasonable 
holders, deposited in my office that na thereto ie ea 

THE MINUTE MEN, INC. IT is on this 22nd day of August 1957, 

4 corporation of this State, whose principal ADJUDGED that PATRICIA HUGHES, an 
ice is situated at No. 128 West Second | tnfant be and is hereby authorized te . 

Street the City of Plainfield, County of | 4), of PATER emp ee. eae 

Uni miata tN space popes ik the name of PATRICIA H. AMMER, from and 
nion, State of New Jersey (Robert J./ after September 22, 1957 and that within 

lbixson, being the agent therein and in} ten days hereof said use a copy 

charge thereof, upon whom process may be yf this judgment to tn aud within 
served). has complied with the requirements | twenty days hereof yeéoud the 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised | Qo. )J)aint. affidavit 1 affidavit 

Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the) of publication with the anise Cleve 

issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. aul a eoetiied cond <a judgment with 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of | tie Secret ot States aa ta the wae 
Xtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby whe ee Yes iS er ve ee 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the) ‘)*)0"* the Statute in such case and 
Twenty-second day of August, 1957, file in my | Provided. aa , ; 
office a duly executed and attested con- JAMES R. GIULIANO 
ent in writing to the dissplution of said ,  dudse, Essex County Court 
corporation, executed by all the stockholders | ("2 motion of 
thereof, which said consent and the record (armen In Rose, Attorney 
of the proceedings aforesaid - ~~ * on file | L.J.— Aug. 29 $8.64 
in my said office as provided by 

LD TESTIMONY WHEREDE. , 

ave hereto set m and and af- Ty - ‘ = 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
this Twenty-second day of August, LAW DIVISION 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred DOCKET NO 

and fifty-seven. Civil Action 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. JUDGMENT 
Secretary of State. In the matter of the application ) 
L..J.—Aug. 29, Sept. 5, 12 $21.60 of ) 
JOSE ARNALDO IRIZARRY, an infant,) 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY by his natural guardian, ) 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Olga Estrella Silva Cook, ) 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION for leave to assume the name of ) 

To all to whom these presenta may come, RICHARD COOK, ) 
Greeting: Plaintiff. ) 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Olga Estrella Silva Cook, as mother and 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | "atural guardian of Jose Arnaldo Irizarry 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof having this 26th day of August, 1957, made 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock ation to this Court by d verified 
holders, deposited in my office that for a judgment author g Jose 

DUEN COMPANY, INC. rizarry, an infant, to ¢ » the 

a corporation of this State, whose principal | name of RICHARI) COOK, and it appearing 

office is situated at No. 15 West Palisade | to the Court that she has complied with all 

| Avenue, in the City of Englewood, County of the provisions of the New Jerse Statute 

Bergen, State of New Jersey (Arthur N. | 2A:52-1 et seq ind revised rt and the 

Weitz, being the agent therein and in charge Court being satisfie« re there 

thereof, upon whom process may be served), | 4re ne reasonall 

has complied with the requirements of Title It is. on this 2 1957, 

14. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes ADJUIMGEI that ry be 

f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing and he hereby the to » the 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. of RICH Alt D "COOK fre after 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of i rt nd that 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ff cause 

Certify that the said corporation did. on the t ished in 

Twenty-third day of August, 1957, file in my Journal, and within 

office a duly executed and attested consent she file and record affida- 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- of notice, Judgment and 
poration, executed by all the stockholders of Judgment with the 
thereof, which said consent and the record and a certified copy 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file with the Se retary of 

n my said office as provided by law. the provisions of the 

les in such case made 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton. GERALD T. FOLEY 
this Twenty-third day of August, J.C.€ 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | On motion of 
and fifty-seven. BONDY & FRANKEL 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Secretary of State. 60 Park Place 
L.J.—Aug. 29, Sept. 5, 12 $21.60 L.J.—-Ang. 29 $9.72 
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LUSTBADER & LUSTBADE! R, Attorneys 
850 Broad Street | 
Newark 2, N. J | s 
L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29, Sept. 5 $11.34 | ¢ 
_— ' 
Dat ed: July 24, 1957 | 
ESTATE OF CARMINE SAL vATORE, de- | 
to the order of ADRIAN ut. | 
x Surrogate of the County of | 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 


hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under osth or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same ?—ore the subscribers. 
PHILIP R. SALVATORE 
JOSEPH SALVATORE 
ANTHONY SALVATORE 


is 


notice 


be 


ANTHONY P. MIELE 
STARR & WEINBERG, Attorneys 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 






























































































































































































in the Town of Bloomfield, County of | 
State of New Jersey (Harold H. 
being the agent therein and in 


<r thereof, upon whom process may be 






















































Cc 


conveyed to 


e Schlossberg, 


served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the money mortgage given 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. f 4 purchase price 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of premises. 
unt of the Judgment 


State of the State 


of New Jersey Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
















sale 


ad 
Hundred and Twenty- 


is the sum of 


Ninth day of August, 1957, file in my 1 
ffice a duly executed and attested consent “ifty-six Cents ($11,421.56), 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | to costs of this sale. 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | > sold subject to the 
thereof, which said consent and the record the year 1957, to the 
of the proceedings aforesaid eg — on file if any, to such facts 
in my said office as provided b. an accurate survey, 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I nly known as @# 
have hereto set my hand and af- aws, rules, regu- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, ating to dwelling | 
| this Ninth day of August, of the present 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven. y, August 5, 1957. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
Secretaru of State I. Henry Coyne, Attorney. 
L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 'L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29, Sept. 5 $58.59 


ated: July 24, 1957 | Dated: August 8, 1957} TATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ESTATE OF JOSEP H HE LLER, deceased. | ESTATE OF CONRAD LEIC K, decea ~*~. DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| Pursuant to the order of ADRI CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County = To all to whom these presents may come, 
Essex, this day made, on the application of | Essex, this day made, on the application of Greeting | 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, | the undersigned, Executrix of said es, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby given to the creditors by « 4 ticated record of the proceed- | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | said deceased, to exhibit to the ave Med r the voluntary dissolution thereof 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | under oath or affirmation, their claims and inanimeous consent of all the stock- 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | demands against the estate of said deceased, deposited in office, that 
within six months from this date, or they | within six months from this date, Or they E. G. CORPORATION 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | will be forever barred from prosecuting or , wration of this State, whose principal 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | recovering the same against the subscriber. . is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
JEANETTE HELLER | LOUISE ECKERT i City of Newark, County of Essex, 
SANDLES & SANDLES, Attorneys | AESCHBACH & DUFFY, Attorneys State of New Jersey (Philip Mandelbaum, 
9 Clinton Street 314 Main Street ceing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
Newark 2, N.J. od Orange, N. J. ipon whom process may be served), has 
L.J. Aug. 1. 6, 15, 22; 2 L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29, Sept. 5, 12 omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
a. General, of ne oe | o 
aT ay 7 ow 7 -v f New ersey, preliminary to the issuing 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | a : 5 on ain § ? Le 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | ah i pe gg ‘OW, THEREFORE. D ‘the ‘Secretary of 
OERTIFICATE OF DiSSOLUTION cee GAGe OF CAMEDLOTSON > of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
To all to whom these presente may come, srs ATE 0 sige . that the said corporation did, on the 
Greeting: To all to whom these presents may come, day of Augu 957, file in my 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, Greeting: — office a duly executed and attested con- 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, <ent in _writing to the dissolution of said 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | DY duly authenticated record of the proceed- corporation. executed by all the stockholders 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof thereof whic i said consent and the record 
holders, deposited in my office that by be —— consent = ag ay stock- -f t le ings aforesaid gg ae file 
WHITE ROSE LAUNDRY | holders, deposited in my office that Fin STIMC “HE E 
a corporation of this State, whose principal KENT JEWELRY | CORPORATION , ys ae ae See ee “an 
office is situated at No. 818 Avenue C. | 2 corporation of this pads bg principal official seal, at Trenton 
in the City of Bayonne, County of Hudson, | ?ffice is Situated at No. 40 Kent Street, h day of August, A.D., 
State of New Jersey (Maurice A. Cohen, |!” the City of Newark, County of Essex, Seal) sand nine hundred and 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (Karl F. Hoeckele, f seven 
upon whom process may be served), has | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
complied with the requirements of Title 14,|UP0D whom process may be served), has Secretary of State. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14. [J .Aug. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. be ee eee eee a the issuing si Zi 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | this Certilicate of Dissolution. SHERIFF'S SALE 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | : NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of SUPERIOR (CHAN) €-183 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
Eighth day of August, 1957, file in may || Ocrty that the said corporation did, on the CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSE 
office a duly executed and attested consent| Ninth day of August, 1957, file in my COUNTY. Docket No. F 1652-56 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|ffice a duly executed and attested consent | pipwEEN Robert Treat Savings and Loan 
poration, executed by all the stockholders |'2 writing to the dissolution of said cor- A seoci yn, ai f. and Doris L. Albruz- 
thereof, which said consent and the record | poration, executed by all the stockholders e, « , Defendants. EXECU- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| thereof, which said consent and the stecord Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 
in my said office as provided by law. j of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 1 f the above stated writ 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1/|'2 wy said office as provided by law. TION, to me directed, I shall 
have hereto set my hand and af-| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I sale by Public Vendue in Room 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | have hereto set my hand and af- COURT HOUSE, in Newark, 
this Eighth day of August, | fixed gny official seal, at Trenton, » tenth day of September 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred| _ this Ninth day of August, (Prevailing Time), all 
and fifty-seven. (Sea!) A fe Page thousand nine hundred f land and 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, ee en has described, 
+ esata of State. : EDWARD J. PATTEN, City of 
L.J.—Aung. 15, 22, 20 $21.60 Secretary of State. " Sey. 
L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 westerly line of 
SS | —neeometee therein distant 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY from the inter- 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE line of Broad 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of Broad- 
To all to whom these presents may come,| To» all to whom these presents may come, das mre 
Greeting: | Greeting: distant 149 21 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction,| WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction ‘orner formed Db 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| py guiy authenticated record of the proceed- ld westerly ees 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof! ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof aa Ne id sri 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-|5y the unanimous consent of all the stock secede mete ed ena 
holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office, that — page ean 
‘OLFAX ASSOCIATES, INC. PINE CONSTRUCTION CO. Fae ae iRy 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | g corporation of this State, whose principal cabaret erptacd abiged 
office is situated at No. 4 East Mt. Pleasant | office is situated at No. 1018 Stuyvesant Ave., nlesloner'e we sterly 
Avenue, in the Township of Livingston, |jin the Township of Union, County of Union, go hed gage patents 
County of Essex, State of New Jersey| State of New Jersey (Stanley Gruen, id’ begin Pichia ta 
Edward Gaulkin, being the agent therein | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, ee Pa ; 
and in charge thereof, upon whom process | jpon whom process may be served), has ae nel itt (1) 
may be served), has complied with the re-| complied with the requirements of Title 14, meet 2 60.31 
quirements of Title 14, Corporations, Gen-| (Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes sun Shard 
eral, of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing cigar aoe »y ae 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate | of this Certificate of Dissolution. TOM OAs ReROTae 
of Dissolution. | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Dae thn (oh 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ae 18 nce bys 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on the ee oh oi de 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the| Seventh day of August, 1957, file in my pd yee : (a) 
Twelfth day of August, 1957, file in my! office a duly executed and attested consent ets East 75 11 
office a duiy executed and attested consent | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- ens RAT REE 
in writing te the dissolution of sald cor-| poration, executed by all the stockholders a h 22 d Eee? 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | :hereof, which said consent and the record |) O°" b WwW 7 ; serie eral yh as 
thereof, which said consent and the record! of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ~~ BE INNING. » point and place 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file my said office as provided by law EGI s - ee 3 
in my said office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 Said premises at 0 eee eee 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 have hereto set my hand and af %'T* - tat ae 
have hereto set my hand and af fixed my official seal, at Trenton 4 ia C dase 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | this Seventh day of August, A.D., the sai ity of 
this Twelfth day of August, A.D.,| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and conveyed t 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | an. Sr caeae 
fifty-seven. | EDWARD J. PATTEN, ortgagor 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary of State pM 
Secretary of State. L.J.—Aug. 22, 29 $21.60 corded 
L.J.—Aug. 15, 29 $21.60 | — een eee awe > Regis RE Off e 
2903 of Deeds for 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Se : <r ——— DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 1e Judgment 
a EM My 5 3 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION the sum of 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT| 70? all to whom these presents may come, ; Pa Sats 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION | Greeting: ae SoA aac 
To all to whom these presents may come, | WHE RE It appears to my satisfaction, seep 
Greeting au cated record of the proceed- te : 
"AS, It appears to my satisfaction, ntary dissolution thereof eo : pena 
authenticated record of the proceed- consent of all the stock-| | st tae hans ct pe des $59.70 
the voluntary dissolution thereof | "0! deposi ted in my office that L.J Aug. 15 ept. 5 59.7 
Pe wsited in my office, that the | BRIDGE BAR & GRILL, INC. _ ; ————EEE 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION, INC. |a corporation of this State, whose principal SHI RIFF'S SALE 
ration of this State, whose principal | Office is situated at No. 308 Stuyvesant Ave., ERI OR HAN) (C-181 
situated at No. 614 Central Avenue,|in the Township of Lyndhurst, County of SUPI COT RT OF NEW JERSEY 
‘ity of East Orange, Connty of Essex, | Bergen, State of New Jersey (Nicholas A. CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSE 
State of New Jersey (John C. MelIntire, | Carella, being the agent therein and in charge COUNTY. Do reke No. F 2146-51 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | thereof, upon whom process may be served), | pepwEEN Newark Federal Sav and 
upon whom process may be served), has| has complied with the requirements of Title Haan Asmara tins abies aes “aS 
l 1 the requirements of Title 14, | 14. rporations, General, of Revised Statutes ie existing under 
; a f Revised Statutes, | of r eed sSSUINg tates of America, 
g of this Certific: ution. . aiviteed i 
at such consent has ae pa nciie I, the Secretary of a New deme cor 
NOW THEREFORE. 1 EDW ARD J. PAT- tate of New Jersey, Do Hereby i ose J. Ghoman: 
ON, Secretary of State of the State of Cer that the s@id corporation’ did, on the ; E XEC UTION for 
Jersey, Do Hereby y that the| Eighth day of August, 1957, file in 2 
ion did, on ond day of | my office a duly — and ee “> gpseod By etetine tated writ of 
file in my a duly ex-/| in i to the dissolution of said cor- nla) Be AY ye 
Pern nt in wares $0 poration, executed by all the stockholders for sal gg in pac “Bis. 
! ition of said corporation, executed | thereof, which said consent and the record : ine Ne weR oon 
y than two thi eae in interest of the |0f the proceedings af foresai d are now on file Santember. next 
‘ holders y id certificate | in my said office as provided by law Time). all that 
and the recor gs aforesaid IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 sae bk aes 
are now on fil office as provided have hereto set my hand and af- “in the City of 
by law fixed my official seal, at Trenton, New Jersey, y 
F IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I we this Eighth day of August, A.D., oa 4c ‘se westerly 
hi eto oe! ge 5 Se (Seal) > die aaa nine hundred and pan which poi int (de 
13 eclal I, enton, aL ty “5 no. ae 172.85 a r 
this garona day of August, A.D., EDWARD J. PATTEN, . Skate Tain oer — 
Seal) one thousand e hundred and Secretary of State. " with the s atherly line of 
Atty-seven. L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 Sou ake ee 
I Aug. 15 _22 29 $21.60 Avenue said point 
—___—— --— — —— STATE OF NEW JERSEY thwesterly from an 
TAKE NOTICE: that the undersigned will DEPARTMENT OF STATE line of Seymour 
apply to the Essex County Court on the 11th CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION (1) along said 
day of September, 1957, at 9:30 in the fore-| To all to whom these presents may come, Avenue south 54 
noon at the Court House of the City of Greeting 61.40 feet to an- 
Newark, for a judgwent authorizing them to WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, i of Seymour 
assume the names “f Herbert Subin, Michael | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- degrees 19 
Louis Subin, Li a Bernice Subin, and Flor-| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof e (3) north 
ence Subin, res ly hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- feet; thence 
HERMA® ZUBIN holders, deposited in my office that tes east 64.87 
MICHAFL L¢ OUIS ZUBIN GROVE ENGINEERING COMPANY of nies sINNING. 
LINDA BERNICE tas BIN a corporation of this State, whose principal € yur Avenue. 
FLORE*CE ZUBI office is situated at No. 150 Bloomfield Ave- a accord with 
Nisenson, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these 


To all to 


Greeting: 


WHERE 


AS, 


presents may come, | 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ONOMY BRAKE SERVICE 
c ts State, 
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NOW, 





I writing 
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has 
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ed 
Sannin of 
the 





I 


nd 


by all 


that cae said sen eee did, on the 
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attested omen 
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stockholders 


said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


office as provided by law. 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
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EDWARD 
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ALVIN HOLDING CO 
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Secretary of State 
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Dated: July 31, 1957 
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IN TESTIMONY | 
ave hereto set 
fixed my ial 
his Tw 
Seal) A.D 
and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
eC eeaew of State. 
L.J Aug. 29 > 12 












STATE OF NEW JE 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL 
all to whom these present 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my 
by duly authenticated record 
ings for the voluntary disso! 
by the unanimous consent of 
holders, deposited in my 
OHARA 
orporati 






To 
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f New r 
being the agent therein and in 
upon whom process may 
-omplied with the requireme 
Corporations, General, of 
of New Jer 
of this Cert 
NOW. THE EFORE, 
State of the State of New J 
— ah that the sal corpora 
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=e ‘office a du ay execu ted an 














in writing to the dissol 
poration, executed by all e ” 
thereof, which said consent an : 













of the proc ings aforesaid are 
in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WE 
have hereto set my h 
fixed my on ‘ial seal, 
J T 
A.D., one Gasman’ 
and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
, 29g Sent 5 } 
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STATE OF NEW JERSE 

DEPARTMENT OF ST: 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLI 
To all to whom these presenta 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears 
y july authenticated re 
ings for the voluntary 
by the unanimous consent 
holders. deposited in my 
MONMOUTH LOAN ¢ 
corporation of this State 










may ¢ 
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Stat 
ing 
pon pang 

eo om plied with the 
‘orporations, General, 
New Jersey, 
this C 
NOW, THEREFOR E, 
State of the State of New Jer sey 
i the sai id corporat 
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of Revised 
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thereof, which s 
the proceedi 
my said office 
IN TE STIMONY 
have hereto 
fixed my ora 
t Tw rs 
seal) U 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
| LJ Aug. 29. Sept 2 = 
STATE OF NEW JEE § 
DEPARTMENT OF . 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL ECT N 
To = ae whom these presents may ¢ 
WHEREAS. It appears 


oy duly authenticated r 
for the voluntary 
the unanimous consent 
oolders. deposited in my 
MOLJAN COR 


corporation of this 


ings 
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St 


ae 
ffi 








New 
being the ager 
ipon whom 
-ommplied with 





Corporations, 
of New Jersey, 
of this Diss 
NOW. HE EFORE, 
State of the State of New Jer 
Certify that the said corporat 
wenty-first day 
my office a du ly execu ted and attest 
{n writing to the diss 
poration, executed by all % 
thereof. which said consent 
of the age ye aforeaalt da 
in my said office as pro 
aa TESTIMONY w THERE 





Ce 











and 


re od 





















have hereto set ~ = 
Sxed mv official 
this Twenty-first nee 
Seal) A.D one thousand nize +. 
and fifty-sever 
EDWARD J. “PATTEN. 
Secretary of Sta te : 
‘sa 29, Sept = e 
TO WHOM IT cod . 
Notice i hat 4 
the . d 
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noon for an = it 

other names, wit M \ 

CARME? ‘ Sane MARIA 

CARLOS CASTRO 
MANUEL GA&CI: 
CASTRO indiv y 
guardian of MARiA : . 
MARIA CASTRO SS pre 
CARLOS GAR wT aj 
CASTRO, nl , 
GARCIA a/k/a . 
528 South 16th 

Dated: E 

I. ARTHU R RNI 

| 744 Broad S 

Newark 2 . $ 

1 L.J.—Aug 2, 19 
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RSEY SHERIFF'S SALE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
TATE OUNTY COURT A-436 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ILUTI Ox . OUNTY COURT, LAW DIVISION, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
8 may . = DOCKET NO. A 554 r 
Plaintiff, vs. Mary It appears to my satisfaction, 
# D Marcotrigiano, Napo- ob nticated record of the proceed- 
f- powell, also known as Napoleon ntary dissolution thereof 
known as Napoleon Teddy consent of all the etock- 
known as Teddy Powell, and jeposited in my office that 
poration, a corporation of 24 CHURCH STREET INC. 
dants. Execution. f this State, whose principal 
the above stated writ of at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
directed, I shall expose Newark, County of Essex, 
Vendue, in Room B-16, at ff New Jersey (Seymour Klein, 
. in Newark, on Tuesday 1¢ agent therein and in charge thereof, 
September, next, at 1:30 ‘whom cess May be served), Bas 
Time) all the right, title ed the requirements of Title 14, 
2 defendant, Napoleon W. ati General, of Revised Statutes 
as Napoleon Powell, w - preliminary to the issuing 






















Powell, of, 
1 of land and 
eing in 


i seventy hundredths of 
ym the northeasterly 
d Madison Avenue, 
to Belmont 
feet; thence nort 
Avenue thirty 
angles to Belmon 
thirty feet to 

Avenue; the 
thirty feet to 


then 


ingles 





Sar ne 


337 
w Jersey. 
of the 
sale is the 
indred and 

($1,236.02), 


sum 





Cents 





apoleon Teddy Powell, also 
in and to all 
premises 
the City of New- 


New Jersey: 
I the easterly line of 
as the same is now laid 
distant two hundred ard 
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Corner 
Ave ine 
herly 
feet; 


t 
ne 
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Judgment 
of 
hirty- 
to- 











the 
nty 
House, 
Septe mbe er 
a judgm: “nt 
name of Richard 


18th, 


permi 














Leon 
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DISSOL UTION 
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appears to my satisfaction 
cated record of the proceed 








be angield Ave- 
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I State 
rman, being the agent 
t upon whom pr 


lied with 














E, I, the Secretary of 
f New Jersey, Do Hereby 









id corporation di on the 
t, 1957, file in g 
ted and attested consent 
¢ ng t th lissol ution of said cor- 





stockholders 
the record 
bo re now on fil 
provi ded 


by law. 
MONY WHEREOF, I! 
set my hand and af- 
seal, at a er 
aay 


ti aC 





yr 
foresaid 











Ip » £ ar 
EUW VARD J. PATTEN 
aru of State. 
, Sept. 5 $21.60 











OF NEW JERSEY 

[MENT OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 

m these presents may come, 








appears to my satisfaction, 
ated record of the proceed- 


ntary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock- 
in my office. that 
REALTY CORP. 





State, whose wig ed ed 
“oot of Centre S 





CHSS may “os Pong 











- = t requirements of 
rpor nS, Gener 1, of Revised 
‘Je -rsey. preliminary to the 
as rtiicate of Dissolution. 
£ ORE, I, the Secretary of 
of New Jersey. Do Hereby 


corporation did, on the 
yer 1 957, in 





riting to t dissol ution of said cor- 
ited c all the stockhold 
said consent and the record 
ngs aforesaid are now on file 


by _iaw. 

WHEREOF, I! 
hand and af- 
seal. at — 
day ot 

















* PATTEN. 
State 
Sept. 5 $21.60 
NEW JERSEY 
MENT OF STATE 
E OF DISSOLUTION 
these presents may come 


ears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed- 
untary dissolution thereof 
the steck 





HOSIER Y, 
State, whose prine! pe 





Count TS ot 
¢ 3 (F oom f r i 
therein and in charge thereof 

may be served), has 
requirements of Title 14, 
nr of Revised Statutes 





ess 





: liminary to the issuing 
fy Dissolution. 
bs os ORE, I, the Secretary of 


cA * te of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
TRO 8 eens © said corporation did. on the 
. * 7y of August, 1957, file in 
executed and attested con- 
the dissolution of said cor- 
















4 : by all the stockholders 
< consent and the record 
: . aforesaid are a on file 

. as provided by law 





TIMONY WHEREOF, ] 
eto set my hand and af 







Tt] my official seal, at Trenton 
M Niaz h day of August, A.D., 
nine hundred aad 
a. 
~ARD J. PATTEN, 
; *tary of State. 
* se, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 









presents may come, 


voluntary dissolution thereof 
" sus consent of all the stock 
‘j i in my office that 

T BARBER SHOP 
wrat f State, whose principal 















: Dissolution. 

=FORE, I, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

of August, 1957, file in my 

executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
ited by all the stuckholders 
said consent and the record 
aforesaid are now on file 
as provided l 


aid ice by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 





NOW, 


State of 


ings 























have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
Seventh day of August, A.D., 
Seal) ‘ nine hundred and 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
g. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.0 
Dated 26, 1957 
ESTATE OF LOUISE NIC ‘ASTRO, de ; 


of ADR IAN 





¢ tion 
r of saic 1 ¥ dec eas- 





the creditors of 

the subscriber 

, their claims and 
of said 

his date or they 

sm prosecuting or 

0 the subscriber 


as C 
EY, ICASTRO 
ANE GRA. Attorney 
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ndersigned wil 

Court, Court 

on the 6th 

| 30 A.M. for 
4 I AL EKSAN- 
le n (for- 

4 z) to assume the name 
FANNY XANDER, and authorizing 
ANET ANDROWICZ, an infant, to 


f JANET ALEXANDER. 
ALEKSANDROWICZ 


















ALEKSANDROWICZ, an 
y natura 
z pare 
Fa 
Ad 
Art es 
Attor f 
L.J Aug. 8 5, 22, 29 $14.49 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
( ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
u m thes presents may come 


satisfaction, 
the proceed- 
thereof 
the stock- 





10D 






c COMP ANY 
tate, whose pr incipal 















+ a 
. 740 Irvington Ave- 
I M w ( ty 
S Ne J s 1 
g the ue therein and i 
thereof pon whom process may be se 
as h the requirements of 
14 eral, of the Re 
s su n. 
secretary of 
St “Do Hereby 
did, on the 





exec ited | ar ad | attested consent 
of said cor- 
stockholders 
the record 
e gph on file 





“ WHEREOF, I 
y hand and af- 
3 pal, at Trenton, 
Nineteenth day f <Au 


isand nine hundred 





PATTEN, 
State. 


ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
PARTMENT OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
these presenta may come 








It appears to my satisfaction 
ated record of the proceed 








in chaiwa amar 
served) bas 
of Title 14 
ised Statutes 











































»f the issuing 
f this on 
NOW the Secretary of 
Sta f Jersey, Do Hereby 
r ? hg aid. on the 
f 4 in my 
ffi a executed and pot tl Moy “consent 
writ the dissolution of said cor 
ratio ited by all the stockholders 
thereof said consent and the recore 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now or 
my said > as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed m al sea at Trenton 
s Fx 1 day of August, A.D. 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
g. 22, 20, Sent. 5 $21.60 
s s estat ased 
x t te, or thes 


G CHTFOOT 
CARPENTER 
torney 


SOHN H. LI 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these may come, 

Greetin 


Co 


presents 














WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
'y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
oy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SMITH a & PARTS CO., INC. 
a corporation of this S w hc principal 
iffice is situated at No. > Avenue, 

Town of Montc Essex, 
New Jersey 
the agent: therein 4 t 
whom process may be served), Dar 
with the requirement of Title 14 
sot Gene i, f Statutes 
e issuing 





NOW, 














THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
. y that the said corpor i, on the 
day of 19 in my 
a duly } i consent 
n ng to the said cor- 
b, executed ck 
hereof, which said 
f{ the proceedings 
n my said one as 
IN 
have 
fixed 
this § 
Seal) A.D hundred 
and fifty- seven 


EVWARD 
Secretary o 
L.J.—Aug. 15, 22, 

















STATE OF 
DEPARTME 
CERTIFICATE 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 
WHERE AS, It appears to my tisfaction 
authenticated record of proceed 
r the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
unauimous , the stock- 
) LATION 
t principal 
ffi Morris Avenue, 
t of Union, 


W. Feather, 
r thereof, 




































process , bas 
ci the rec . itle 14 
Corporations, General, i Statutes 
prelir the issuing 
e Ss ey 
2FORI I Secretary of 
er Do Hereby 
at did, on the 
cigh August, 195 e in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolut of said cor- 
executed a the stookholders 
h t the record 
now on file 
law 
tEOF, I 
and af- 
Trenton, 
st, A.D., 
red and 
“seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J Aug. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW J! 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo ali to whom these resen may come 


Greeting 


WHEREAS 


THEREFORE, By 8 Secretar 
of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said r the 


“NOW 
the State 


t the 





atio lid, on 
1 consent 
cor- 
»lders 
record 

file 


said 





























1is r ily 
A.I f dred 
a d fifty. SEVE 
DW ARD J PA 
Rev etar Ss 
J Aug }, 22, 29 $21.60 
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Dated August 
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late, or they 
prosecuting or | 
he subscribers. 






IMAN 


N 
& FREEDMAN, 









STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


STATE OF 
DEPAKTMENT OF TE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
“ore — Fad whom these presents may come. 


w EREAS, 
by duly authenticated record of the proc 


NEW JERSEY 


Ty 


It appears to my satisfaction. | 
eed - 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot | US duly ee ee — 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | \MHS for the vol 7 f alk the Gta 
holders. depenited n my office that a yrnnnenren ar ae KX. e 8 
JAY CORPORATION nolders, deposited a 
a corporation o FP ehte State, whose principal NATIONAL LATHING COME ANY INC. 
office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, | @ corporation of this State. whose principal 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | Office is situated at No. 22 Milford Ave., 
State of New Jersey (Saul J. Zucker,| in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
vig the axent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (John Pisko, being 
ipon whom process may be served), has|the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14. | upon whom process may be served), has 
orporations, General. of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
_,NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary af | of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | ow, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the! crite of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 






























Sixteenth day of August, 1957, file in my! 5 2 8 a cana 
fice < duly executed and attested con- a a ae file ag 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said ee a A te naa rts 
corporation, executed by A the stockholders | @Y ollice a duly executed and attested — 
thereof, which said consent and the recotd|i2 writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
of the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
in my said office as provided by law thereof, which said consent and the record 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
have hereto set my hand and af-| in my said office as provided by law. 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
this Sixteenth day of August, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af- 
(Seal) one thonsand nine hundred and fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
fifty-seven. this Fifteenth day of August, 
LPWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
Secretary of State. and fifty-seven. 
L.J Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSE} ——____—_—_—_—_—_—— 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
To all to whom these presents may come DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Greeting CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | To all to whom these presents may come, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed Greeting 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
holders, deposited in my office that ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
A. N. COMPANY, INC. by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | holders, deposited in my office that 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, NEWMAN ESTATES INC. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex,|a corporation of this State, whose principal 
State of New Jersey (Samuel Weitzman, | office is situated at No. 24 Branford Place, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof,|in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
upon whom process may be served), has| State of New Jersey (Abraham I. Mayer, 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes| upon whom process may be served), has 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
NOW, THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Certify that ‘the said corporation did, on the NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Sixteenth day of August, 1957, file in my | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
a duly executed and attested consent | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor | Fourteenth day of August, 1957, file in my 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | office a duly executed and attested consent 
thereof, which said consent and the record|in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
in my said offic as provided by law. thereof, which said consent and the record 
I TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
have hereto set my hand and’ af-| in my said offi as provided by law. 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
this Sixteenth day of August, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af- 
(Seal) one thousand nine sanaeed and | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
fifty-seven. | this Fourteenth day of August, A.D., 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | (Sela) one thousand nine hundred and 
Secretary of State. fifty-seven. 
L.J Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Arg. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE ws senda ” > 
CERTIFICAFE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
To all to whom these presents may come ‘Ee DEPARTMENT OF STATE = 
Greeting a rh Le ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ae whom these presenta may come, 


m0 
ily authenticated record of the proceed- WHEREAS, It appearts to my satisfaction, 





























































i for the voluntary dissolution thereof | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock-| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
holders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
CHARLMAC CO. —"* deposited in my office that 
a corporation of this State, whose principal ALLEN PAPER MILLS, INC. 
office is situated at N 519 Main Street, | 4 ¢ irporati nm of this State, whose principal 
the City of East Or », County of Essex, | Office is ituated at No. 60 Park Place, 
State of New Js (Irving J Gale, |in the C ity of Newark, County of Essex, 
the agent that and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey "(S. Sidney Silver, 
pon whom process may be served), hag| "eing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ym plied the requirements of Title 14,| upon whom process may be served). hag 
Corporatic eral, of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
of New eliminary to the issuing Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
| this Certi ficate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, the Secretary of | this © } 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb: NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Pha ber Ma rae the “8 rsey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Ce y that the said —— a on the | Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of t, 1957, in my | Fourteenth day of August, 1957, file in my 
rfice july exe attested consent | office a duly executed and attested con- 
- ng to the di ssolution of said cor-| sent in writing to the dissolution of said 
por executed by all the stockholders | corporation. executed by all the stockholders 
the ich said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record 
of ‘s aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n fic s provided by law. in my said office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I IN’ TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and atf- have hereto set my hand and af- 
my official seal, at Trenton, aes roan Seed aaeeer I 
this Sixteenth day of August, (Seal) one : nine hundred and 
forge : — nine hundred fifty-seven. agp nmin 
¥ anrane Ws 4 "ATTEN, 
EDWARD J _PATTEN, Secretary of State. 
as Secretary of State. L.J.—Aug. 22, 2 Sept. 5 $21.60 
L.J Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come,| 19% all to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting Greeting 
WHERE, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ya sthe nticat ed record of the proceed- | °F duly authenticated neh of the proceed- 
tary dissolu thereof |'0g8 for the voluntary issolution thereof 
18 consent of stock- | by the of all the stock- 
j j holders ny office that 
PH ES 
this ‘State. whose principal corpo State se principal 
t N 868 Broad Street 8 t Grand St., 
; of Essex. the | of of 
Mueller ‘ eV (Bernard 
harge thereof, | Deing the agent tharein “and in ‘charg ge ean 
served), has may be served). 
s of Title 14 quirements of Titie 14, 
t+vised Statutes f Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, prelimmary to the issuing to the issuing 
of Certificate of Dissolution. f Dissolution. 
NOW THE “REFORE, I, the Secretary of E, I, the Secretary of 
» of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby t tl of New "Jersey, Do Hereby 
hat the s#id corporati ion 2 d, on the | Certify that the said corperanmm did, on the 
day of August, 957, file in 1 th da 19 n my 





i atte sted consent 



























a duly executed and attested consent ex 
F “ the dissolution of said cor- the dissolution of said cor- 
. executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
re which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| *f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. n my said office as provided by law 
N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day if August, yurteenth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) thousand nine hundred and 
and fifty-seven. ty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, SDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. Secretary of State 
E2 Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 | L.J.—Aug. 22, 29, Sept. 5 $21.60 
Dated: July 22, 1957 Dated: July 25, 1957 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH CASTROVILLARI, ESTATE OF FLEETWOOD LANNEAUT, de- 
deceased ceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. Pursuant to th order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of | Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


demands against the estate gf said deceased, demands against the estate of said deceased, 


within six months from this date, or they | within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or/ will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. recovering the same against the subscriber. 
JAMES CASTROVILLARI WALLACE R. CHANDLER, JR. 

LOUIS P. FALCONE, Attorney RIKER, EMERY & DANZIG, Attorneys 

501 Central Avenue 744 Broad Street 

Orange, N. J. | Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—Aug. 1, &, 15, 22, 29 L.J Aug. 1, & 15, 22, 29 
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lst end 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL ” BEFORE COUNTY. JUDGE 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIPICATION L ib VIVIANO 
MORGA serene? ~ 
e NEWARK 2, NJ. ae Je 
Forwarders ® Sh itched 2-0534 re ae a Ei Se 
















Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 





2-00 PLM 76. 158. 159 
oOo PLM 147, 174 185 
Friday. Sept her &t 
9:30 ALM Weekly & Motions, Ete. 
2:00 P.M m2, 82 


—* or proceedings in Superior and United States || 11-30 AS Ace 
Tts eee an bee ae $ ( 
CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate || September 6th. a 
standing. 9:50 ALM —S £ s Matters otions 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States || 200 rp 179, 190, 198 











Courts. 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
Trenton. 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 
NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON 8, N. J. 
NEWARK 2, N. J. Tel. EXport 6-8439 

Tel. MArket 3-2200 












Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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CAMDEN @ FREEHOLD 







TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 
of Authorized Attorneys 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
OF NEW JERSEY 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey « Organized 1928 


@ Morristown @ New BRUNS 
Paterson @ RiversipE @ Toms RIVER 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2- - 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSA 
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9:30 A.M 188, 19C FIRST STATED SESSION c AP AB LE, EXPERIENCED AND ACTIVE) POSITION IN ENGLEWO, 
10 00 A.M 11128, (210, 22C) (278 FRIDAY SCHEDULE mer desires » form a partnership | general practice. LOwel! «ai. 
285) | with or more bu rt or firm 
M 00 AM 11138, 328, 41€, | “A ARRAIGNMENTS & SENTENCES | in Mercer County. will be | WANTED EXPERIENCE] 
00 Noon 458, 40658, 52 +> £2 Id strictes , ne | t z 
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12:00 Noor 1848, 1908. nee and title work for ert. mboy | State gu 
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indar, . yo law tirm + 
9.0) AM. Sept. 13 B - A c gg Rigg Rg Rigg os ie 
10:00 A. . na e office in rris MUD “xperi- 
11:00 A.M 7s i Sept. 20 Cc B C A ence in general practice required. "Good sal- 
2:00 Noon 3048, 3078. Sept. 27 ‘G A B C ary and pleasant working conditions. Oppor- 
2:00 P.M 314€, 315C e : tunity for advancement. State qualifications EMPLOYMENT Yy 
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9:30 A.) a . = neg.igence, real estate and 
10:0 A ns Oct. 18 c A B C | LAWYER OPENING NEW | OFFICE 18] wcus position with Newati 
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3 Z 3628, 365 3698. aM — a ¢ eeattian 
Masucei, J Nov. 8 Cc A Cc B YOUNG ATTORNEY WANTED TO ASSIST | ..Siience Mexling Cith nn 
flora Nov. 15 C B A C ae SS See 
‘ ‘ I re All replies onnidentia: r 
11:00 A. M Nov. 22 C Cc B A 341 EXPERIENCED TRIAL ATTORNE 
12:00 oon { eee a intiffs & fens sake em 
2:00 PLM 9251 wt 9/20 "410, 411€. Nov. 27 (Wed.) B A C C . oles ae > pot les ; r 
3:00 P.M.412C, (417C, 4188), 11168. | Dec. 6 C Cc A B Bankruptcies Higiint cocunmienia tins onic 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 1957 Dec. 13 cc B 4 —_——_——- i 
Waugh, J a + C A The names of the Referees are abbreviated | ©! Basle te FIVE YEA 
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eB) A Ai —Rentonces Somerset Counties. | Bint eo 
2:00 P.M.—1099C, 11000, 11018. .. | September 5, 1957 at 2:00 P.M. in Cape May County MeDOWELL h- 
3:00 PLM 11028, 11318, 11058, 1106S. =<—S . a a ies way ‘ 
Masueci, J September 6, 1957 at 10:00 A.M. in Cumberland and Hunterdon! resp wi'a T.: alt. Joseph J. Clarick- mints 
ge gg ge Counties er 
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2:00 P.M 8 siianaa = $1,400 W.L & | ROSELDI TES ot sh ee q 
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AY, SEPTEMBER 957 RSDAY, S 2, 19 = sean | XOUNG ATTORNEY ADM 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1957 Waugh, J . Colie, J — ING ER es BIACE) 1 WY ind § * 
Wanect. 3 9:30 A.M.—282PW. 1:30 A.M.—10308, 1031€ ewark; Vv $14,520 s 31 
11:00 A.M.--1087S8, 1088S, 10898 Colie, . 10:00 A.M 10338, 10348 | a re « T.; solr Sacks 
12-( Noon 11278. 10918. 10928. 9:30 A.) 880C, SS1C 11:00 A.M 3: 9878S, 9S8SS | , . : ] I ; 
» a0 M : 10938, Rept as 10:00 A.M.—-385C, 8840, 8868 2-00 Noon —989S, 6888S. 9918 PASUUE, M array Arti r, 10 BD 34 Ppa | thor 17-7748 or write Box 348 
3-00 POM 1096S. 1097C 11:00 A.M S868, SS9S, 8908S 200 PM 9928. 994€ 38 Ave., A jagerae ae yt Hab. $66 TT. |2 Se 
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3100. PM. S478, S488. 852C._ 00 Noon-808C, 8098, 814 LEGAL NOTICES optional, 10th ‘oor, Hers : 
Masucci, J 2:00 P.M S158, 8168S, S17S 1 I zabeth 2.0154 
vo ‘ S545 568. TS48 00 P.M.—S22C, 8248, 9418S 2 , Dated: August 19, 1957 
12 00 pes 7820, 861C, S628. Coolahan, J. 0” PLM y1SC. 9198 eg TE OF ANTHONY PENNINO, deceas- | OFFICE FOR RENT 
m4 ‘ j S67 71s 9:30 M 1 *RIDAY “TEMBER et hare waiting roon 
3 o 4 < eee om rae eaRe Pir ] a P a Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. i ral ‘Trust 
Foley, J. = , ‘ 11:00 AM 10040, 10068, 10088 peng oe — of the paar of 
11:00 A.M 6728 1 2-00 Noo 1009S, 10108. 1011S nssex, this day made no the app! cation of 
2-00 PLM (11038. 11048). 11078. 10948 11:00 ALM 200 PLM 378 O3838 10390 the ‘d, Adm rix of said d 
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30 AM tae a ae Se] rm EMERY « D: Ij. Attorneys 2 m 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, NJ. 30 o's: Wy A.M.—12 0 Stree ee eae 
11:00 AM 2:00) Noor 28, 162, 189 ieee WIRE: Union, N. J 
Mitchell 2-1406 att eet: 200 P.M.—28, 12 or ath 5. 12. 19. 2 
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